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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere an order for the transfer of twelve 
actions from Mr. Justice Byrne to Mr. Justice KexEwicu. 





Tue Vacation sJupezs will be Mr. Justice Jexr and Mr. 
Justice Swinren Eapy. The latter learned judge will take the 
first part of the Vacation and Mr. Justice JeLr the second part. 
There will be the usual Wednesday sitting in court, and attend- 
ance at the King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Tuesday and 
and Thursday in each week. 





THERE witt be found elsewhere a letter on the subject of 
judges departing from the courts before the end of the sittings. 
If the Coronation should take place on the 9th of August, we 
imagine that there will be a more extensive migration than our 
correspondent anticipates. In that event, judging from former 
occasions, it appears to be i certain that the t 
sittings will end on the 8th, ins of the 12th, of = 5 
Saturday will be a holiday, and Monday and Tuesday will be 
considered as dies non. If this should happen, we hope our 
correspondent will favour us with a statement of the number 
of holidays enjoyed by the learned judges during the present 
sittings. 





THERE HAVE been 


persistent rumours during the last week of 
the approaching retirement of the Lord Chancellor, and on 
Thursday the Zimes, in its ‘‘ Political Notes,” remarked that 
‘“‘the report cannot be ignored that the Lord Chancellor's 
resignation will not be long delayed, and that his successor will 


be Sir Roserr Fintay, who at present fills the post of Attorney- 
General.” We shall believe in the resignation when we see it 
announced ; so far as is known, there oP to be no reason, 
either as regards Lord Hatssury’s h or otherwise, for his 
retirement ; it is said, indeed, oo who ought to know, that 
he is a particularly useful member of the Cabinet, clear-headed 
and rapid in arriving at a decision, and therefore uali to 
be displaced. We should be glad to think that, whenever 
Hatssury may cease to hold office, the Attorney-General, the 
best lawyer and ablest man at the bar, would be his successor, 
but this does not appear to be so certain as the a 
3 
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WE print elsewhere an important set of new rules of the 
Supreme Court, the draft of which was published at the 
beginning of last month. They are to be known as the 
R. 8. C., July, 1902, and are to come into operation at the 
commencement of the Michaelmas sittings. The draft rules 
appear to have been carefully revised, and the errors which, as 
we observed at the time, were noticeable in them, have been 
corrected. The first of the new rules removes the doubt which 
has existed, and which was discussed in Hyre v. Hyre (45 
Soxrorrors’ Journat, 653), as to whether order 13, rule 5, 
which allows interlocutory judgment to be signed in default 
of appearance, with a subsequent assessment of damages, 
applied to unliquidated claims generally, or only to actions for 
detention of goods. It is now provided, in accordance with the 
view which has been taken in practice, that the rule applies 
where the writ is indorsed ‘‘ with a claim for pecuniary damages 
only, or for detention of goods with or without a claim for 
pecuniary damages.” Moreover, for the purpose of enabling 
the assessment of damages to be properly dealt with, the court 
is empowered to order a statement of claim or particnlars to be 
filed, notwithstanding the interlocutory judgment. 





To a considerable extent the new rules are concerned with 
remodelling the delivery of pleadings so as to remove the in- 
consistencies which had resulted from the introduction under 
order 30 of thecompulsory summons for directions, and rule 1 
of that order has been re-drafted. In addition to the 
proceedings which were formerly excluded from the 
operation of the order—namely Admiralty aetions, actions 
under order 184 (trial without pleadings), and proceedings 
commenced by originating summons—the order will not apply 
to actions commenced by specially indorsed writ; but where the 
plaintiff applies under order 14 for judgment, and also where, 
under order 18, he applies for a statement of claim, the judge 
may deal with the application as though the plaintiff had been 
entitled to take out, and had taken out, a summons for directions. 
And the restriction which has hitherto confined the summons 
for directions to interlocutory proceedings taken before 
trial is removed. The order made on the summons may 
apply to all the proceedings to be taken in the action with- 
out limit. Under the new rule which is substituted for order 36, 
rule 1, local venue for the trial of actions remains abolished, 
except where otherwise provided by statute, but it is now 
provided that ‘‘in every action in every division the place of 
trial is to be fixed by the court or a judge.” Rule 23 of order 
65, under which the court can, on interlocutory applications, 
direct payment of a gross sum in lieu of taxed costs, has been 
redrafted, and provision is made for the alternative course of 
directing taxation of costs and payment of a proportionate part 
thereof to the party to whom costs are awarded. 





In a recent case (Mansfield v. Stevens, July 11), Kzxewron, J., 
made some observations with regard to the preparation and 
costs of copy correspondence which so often is the most important 
element in an action. In that case the learned judge concluded 
his judgment by saying: ‘‘ Before parting with this case, I wish 
to add one remark of general application. In a majority of the 
cases tried in this court reference is made to correspondence, and 
it being seldom necessary to refer to the original letters, or to 
more than a few selected letters, there are frequent opportunities 
for the use of the document styled ‘copy correspondence.’ 
Counsel can readily follow one another in referring to it; the 
document is extremely useful and saves time and therefore 
money. To make the necessary selection of letters and properl 
compile such a document.requires some skill and care, for whic 
the solicitor is entitled to a remunerative charge. Where, how- 
ever, there is no such expenditure of skill and care, but a large 
number of letters are unnecessarily copied, slight remuneration 
is adequate. In the present case it was necessary to put a con- 
siderable number of original letters into the hands of the 
witnesses, and these, of course, have been under my eye, but 
counsel finding it necessary to refer to other letters, there have 
been handed up to me two ill-assorted bundles, compiled without 
care or skill, and embarrassing from the large number of letters, 
of which a few only are of importance. I believe that the taxing- 


masters are extremely careful in this part of their duty, and 
while allowing proper fees, where they are deserved, cut the 
fees down where there has been a multiplication of paper 
without any good result. I hope that in this case the taxing. 
master will be niggardly.” 





Very LITTLE can be found in any text-book as to the practice 
of the High Court with regard to the advancement of causes for 
trial in the King’s Bench Division. Quite recently, at the trial 
of an action for libel against a well-known periodical, the jury, 
after the case had lasted for some days, were discharged with- 
out giving a verdict. The case was entered for a fresh trial, 
and an application has since been made to a judge at nist prius 
to accelerate the hearing of the case by taking it out of its turn, 
The judge, however, rejected the application with costs, and ia 
the few cases which we remember where a similar application 
was made it was equally unsuccessful. There seems, however, 
to be no such difference in the nature of cases in the King’s 
Bench Division and those tried elsewhere as to account for a 
diversity of practice. Actions in the Chancery Division entered 
for trial may be taken out of their turn in the list by order of 
the court, on the plaintiffs’ application and without the 
defendants consent, upon a proper ground being stated, 
while in Admiralty actions the court or a judge have 
power, at any stage of the proceedings, upon a motion 
or summons by either party for the trial to take place on 
an early day to be appointed by the court or a judge, to 
appoint that the trial shall take place on any day or within any 
time which the court or judge shall think fit. I[t has also 
become the ordinary practice in the Commercial Court to fix a 
day for the trial of a case without regard to its place on the list. 
Trials extending over several days, and involving the examina- 
tions of a multitude of witnesses, have become much more 
frequent than they used to be. To take them in their regular tura 
must often cause grave inconvenience to the cases next in order, 
and must always increase the expense incurred by the parties 
to the unwieldy case. We see no reason why in every Division 
the judge should not have full power to say when a case should 
be tried, having regard to the interests of the parties in all 
cases set down for hearing before him. 





THE cornonER of Colchester held an inquest on the 10th of 
July as to 10,000 silver groats which had been discovered 
during the rebuilding of the premises of the London and 
County Bank. An inquest as to treasure trove is not often 
heard of in these days. Treasure trove, as is well known, is 
gold or silver coin, plate, or bullion found buried in the 
earth or in a wall. If similar treasures are found upon 
the land, and not under ground, the finder has 4 
good title to them against anyone but the real owner, 
but where they are found hidden in the earth they belong to 
the Crown. Those who conceal from the Orown hidden 
treasure are liable to fine and imprisonment, one of the last cases 
in which the law was considered being Attorney-General v. 
Moore (1898, 1 Ch. 676). We believe that the Orown, though 
it never fails to assert its right, is in the habit of paying to the 
finder a proportion of the value of property given up by 
him as treasure trove, and of late years the finder has 
been permitted to retain articles not required for any national 
institution, subject to certain payments. It is more than 
probable that the law with regard to the finders of moveable 
property and treasure trove is not generally understood. 
‘‘ Finding is keeping ” represents the view of a large number 
of persons, and it would not be easy to meet with anyone 
who would expect to incur punishment if he found valuables 
buried deep in the ground and omitted to bring the fact to the 
knowledge of the em, And even in the case of treasure 
found above ground, as upon the highway, ‘‘ finding is keep- 
ing” is a dangerous maxim, for if there is evidence that the 
finder of a chattel believed at the time when he found it that 
the true owner could be discovered, and then appropriated it to 
his own use, he runs the risk of being convicted of larceny. In 
the inquiry held at Colchester the jury found that the coins were 
treasure trove, and asked the coroner to make a representation 





to the Crown on behalf of the local museum. It is much 
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be regretted that the practice of the Crown, to pay anyone 
who delivers up treasure trove a fair proportion of its value, is 
not generally known, as the ignorance which prevails on the 
subject has led to the loss of many valuable relics. 


WueEn THE Patent Law Amendment Bill was read a second 
time on the 4th of July and referred to the Grand Committee on 
Trade, the President of the Board of Trade announced certain 
amendments to the Bill which he intended to move in Com- 
mittee. One of these is to substitute the Judicial Committee of 
the Privy Oouncil for the High Court as the tribunal to deal 
with applications for Compulsory Licences. The only reason 
which he gave for the change was that proceedings in the High 
Court are liable to be prolonged by appeals, but the Attorney- 
General, in supporting the proposal, added that it was not 
certain that all the judges of the High Court would look at the | 
matter in the same way, while by sending these questions to the | 
Judicial Committee the lines on which decisions were arrived at 
would be laid down from the first, and everyone concerned in 
patents would know the result that was to be expected in a 
given case. The latter part of the Attorney-General’s 
suggestion appears to us to be somewhat Utopian 
in character. But we quite agree that a continuity 
of decision on matters of principle is most desirable. 
This might be attained for all practical purposes by 
referring all Compulsory Licence cases to one judge, as is done 


now with company cases. Further, the right of appeal might |. 


be curtailed by requiring special leave to appeal, or by making 
the decision of the Court of Appeal final, or by both these ex- 
pedients combined. There are two great objections to the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council as the tribunal for dealing with 
Compulsory Licence causes: (1) it is a very costly tribunal for 
litigants; (2) it has no subordinate officials to whom matters of 
detail can be referred. Both these objections are ably dealt 
with by a correspondent whose letter appears elsewhere. We 
do not propose to add anything to what our correspondent says on 
this subject, but we may point out that the costs of a compulsory 
licence case begun and ended before the Judicial Committee 
would obviously be less than in such a case begun in the High 
Court and carried, vid the Court of Appeal, to the House of 
Lords, and that it is quite possible to confer on the Judicial 
Committee the same power of sending matters of detail to an 
Official Referee that is now possessed by the judges of the High 
Court. Certainly the matter is one of considerable importance 
sree must be thoroughly threshed out before the Committee 
on Trade. 





Tue sTRANGEs? of strange stories is that told in the West- 
minster Gazette of Tuesday last by “ Nil Dicit,” to the effect (1) 
that a professional man, ‘‘ whose whole life was and had been 
apparently a very pillar of human rectitude,” had been dis- 
covered by his executor to have entered his profession by the 
fraud of inducing another person, by personation, to pass 
the required examination for him; (2) that such frauds 
“happen occasionally even now”; and (3) that the offender 
was blackmailed for the rest of his life by the personator. The 
law on the subject is very strange also. DPersonation is, as is 
well known, an offence in connection with elections by the 
Ballot Act, 1872, s. 24, and the Oorrupt Practices Act, 1883, 
8. 6 (2), by the latter of which enactments, as also by the False 
Personation Act, 1874, it is made felony. The Act of 1874, 
however, applies only to personation “with intent fraudulently 
to obtain any land, estate, chattel, money, valuable security, or 
property,” and neither applies to procuring )agraney eg nor to 
personation for mere advantage. Itis possible that this was not 
theintention of the Act (which was passed soon after the Tichborne 
case) and that obtaining money from, as well as from being 
supposed to be, the person personated might be held to come within 
the Act, but this is so doubtful that we think it might be worth 
while to amend the Act by expressly applying it to such persona- 
tion as is described in the above mentioned story. Otherwise it 
might be difficult to obtain any conviction of either the personator 
or the personated except for a conspiracy at common law, for we 
can find no authority to the effect that either tion or the 





inducement of it is a common law offence. Then as to the 


blackmailing of the person personated, it may be well to point 
out that it is only threatening to accuse of a capital crime or any 
crime punishable by penal servitude for not less than seven 
years, or an infamous crime, or one or two other crimes 
specifically mentioned in section 46 of the Larceny Act, 1861, 
which is punishable by statute, The mode of detecting these 


frauds in examinations by requiring a candidate ‘‘to deposit his 
photograph with his notice of examination ”’—a mode which the 
persecutor and personator of “the deceased gentleman” is 
described by the correspondent of the Westminster Gazette as 
having suggested to his victim—does not commend itself to us 
as being easy to put into practice, 


THE UNDERWRITERS in Robinson Gold Mining Co. v. Alliance, 
fen Assurance Co. (Limited) (Times, 12th inst.) have been more 
ortunate than those in Driefontein Consolidated Mines v. Janson 
(49 W. R. 660; 1901, 2 K. B, 419) in resisting a claim founded 
upon the ‘‘commandeering” of gold by the Transvaal Govern- 
ment just before the outbreak of the recent war; but this result 
is due to the fact that the policies in the present case contained 
a ‘‘free of capture and seizure” clause which was wanting in 
the former. In the Driefonicin case the defendants had to rely 
on the contention that, since the plaintiff company, being estab- 
lished under Transvaal law, was technically an enemy, it was 
against public policy to allow it to recover on the policy. But the 
Court of Appeal held that technical enmity was not sufficient 
to enable the underwriters upon such a ground to avoid their 
contractual liability. In fact fhe company was composed of 
shareholders resident either in England or on the Continent of 
Europe, and as regards them the suggested application of 
the doctrine of public policy was based on a mere fiction. 
But the insertion in the policy of the “free of capture and 
seizure”? clause alters the contractual liability and makes 
the case completely different. It is now solely a question 
whether the commandeering of the gold was a “ seizure” or 
‘‘capture,” and this question appears to be practically settled 
by the decision of the House of Lords in Cory v. Burr (8 App. 
Cas. 393), Thereaship covered by a policy containing a similar 
clause was seized by Spanish revenue officers for smuggling. 
It was argued that the clause applied only to belligerent seizure, 
and did not extend to acts done by lawful authority. But 
though this might be a natural meaning to give to “ capture,” 
if that word stood alone, it does not suit the more extended 
scope of the phrase “seizure and capture.” ‘The addition 
of the word ‘seizure,’” said Lord Szizorng, C., in a passage 
quoted by Corts, M.R., in the present case, ‘“‘is only 
officious, as I read the warranty, by supposing that it is to 
exclude that narrow construction of the word ‘capture,’ and 
to let in other ‘seizures’ . . . by means of the revenue laws of 
a foreign state.”’ It would be difficult to distinguish the seizure 
of gold in the present instance. The commandeering may, 
under the circumstances, have been justified as an executive act 
of the Transvaal Government at a time when the ordinary law 
was suspended; but, whether justifiable or not, it was equally a 
taking by paramount force, and was a seizure within the mean- 
ing of the clause so as to exempt the underwriters from liability. 
Hence the Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment of Pxutti- 
morE, J. (1901, 2 K. B. 919) to this effect. 





Onz or the most effective instruments for the maintenance of 
public order is the power possessed by justices to require persons 
to find sureties to keep the peace, or to be of good behaviour. 
Men seem to have been called upon to give security for good 
behaviour in very early times, but the paws which justices 
now have depends on the statute 34 Edw. 3, c. 1. Under 
that statute justices have an extraordinarily wide power ; for they 
may bind over “all them that be not of good fame wherever 
they be found.” The courts do not appear to have ever 
seriously attempted to more strictly define the power, so that 
a very great discretion seems to be reposed in magistrates. 
In times past we find that justices have required sureties for 
good behaviour from night-walkers, common drunkards, cheats, 
frequenters of bawdy-houses, eavesdroppers, and a host of other 
more or less disreputable persons. In | times we find this 
power limited, as a rule, to use against rioters and persons guilty 


* 
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of breaches of the peace and assault. Security for the peace 
may be required from a person either on general grounds, or 
specially on the complaint of a = person who goes in fear 
of violence. Security for good behaviour is different from security 
for the peace, in that it is much wider and includes the former. The 
person who is ordered to give security may be required to find 
sureties as well as to enter into his own recognizance, and if 
he fail to find persons willing to become sureties for him, he 
may be ordered to be imprisoned. The fact that Parliament 
has not found it necessary to interfere in limiting this power 
shews that on the whole it must have been used with singular 
discrimination and discretion. It might perhaps with 
advantage be used more frequently, and that very experienced 
caienpeliien police magistrate, Mr. Horacz Smirz, has 
plainly indicated a direction in which it may be used 
with great effect, and probably with most happy results 
to the orderly part of the commumity. We cannot open 
& newspaper without seeing accounts of outrages, more or less 
serious, committed in London by gangs or parties of young 
roughs. Sometimes, unfortunately, very serious crimes are com- 
mitted, and then the punishment may be measured out to fit 
the crime. But often these “hooligans,” while guilty of gross 
disorder and of conduct which terrorizes a whole neighbourhood, 
cannot be fixed with any act for which so substantial a punish- 
ment can be inflicted as to be an effective deterrent. A case of 
this sort was brought this week before the magistrate we have 
named. A band of young roughs marched through the 


streets linked arm-in-arm, sweeping people off the pavement, | ha, 


and using the most horrible language. Two of these 
pone young gentlemen, who threatened the police with 
oaded belts, were ordered to find two sureties each in the sum 
of £25 each to be of good behaviour for six months, and in 
default to be imprisoned for six months each. It is said they 
were removed to the cells in a state of great surprise. Now, the 
young men who disturb the peace of London will probably find 
it very hard to find sureties in the amount of £25. If they 
cannot do so they must go to prison. While there the public 
will be safe from their brutality and they will have some time 
to reflect. If other magistrates follow this example, we believe 
that a real blow will be struck at these gangs. The remedy may 
be somewhat expensive, but that matters very little if it has the 
desired effect. If the police are active and vigilant and are 
supported by the magistrates, we may expect soon to have a 
large number of hooligans under lock and key in default of 
finding sureties. The knowledge that, as soon as his six months 
is past he may be back again for another six months the first 
time he is caught misbehaving himself, ought to have some 
effect. We believe Mr. Horacz Smuirn has hit upon quite the 
best course to take in cases of this sort. 





Ar THE Leeds City Quarter Sessions an interesting point arose 
in a prosecution under the Inebriates Act, 1898. This enact- 
ment provides that any person who commits any of the offences 
mentioned in the first schedule to the Act, and who within the 
twelve months preceding the date of the commission of the 
offence has been convicted summarily at least three times of any 
offences so mentioned, and who is a habitual drunkard, shall be 
liable to be dealt with as provided in the Act. There is no 
definition of ‘‘ habitual drunkard,” but by section 30 the Act is 
to be read as one with the statute 42 & 43 Vict. c. 19. Section 
3 of the latter Act is as follows: ‘‘Habitual drunkard’ means a 
person who, not being amenable to any jurisdiction in lunacy, is 
notwithstanding by reason of habitual intemperate drinking of 
intoxicating liquor, at times dangerous to himself or herself or 
to others, or incapable of managing himeelf or herself or his or 
her affairs.” In the Leeds case there was no evidence of 
habitual drunkenness other than specific convictions and other 


occasions of drunkenness ; and it was argued for the prosecution | j 


that the expression “at times” did not apply to the clause 
relating to incapacity to manage himself or herself, but that, if 
it did, it was enough to prove that the prisoner was incapable of 
self-management when actually under the direct influence of 
drink, But the recorder, Mr. E. Trypan Arxinson, K.O., 


and their affairs. He should require evidence of incapacity, 
such as, for instance, neglect of children. To satisfy the section 
there must be occasions when the prisoner, while not actually 
drunk, was yet in a state of mind, brought about by drink but 
not amounting to insanity, which would render her incapable 
of managing herself or her affairs. He, therefore, directed an 
acquittal. On this construction of the law, as the recorder 
observed, it is possible fora man to be intoxicated with great 
frequency and regularity without being a habitual drunkard 
within the meaning of the Act, which was only directed against 
ersons whose mental balance was in some degree affected by 
rink otherwise than immediately. 








THE APPLICABILITY OF THE PROCEDURE OF THE 
COMMERCIAL COURT TO COMMON LAW ACTIONS 
GENERALLY. 

Tue celerity and efficiency with which cases are disposed of in 
the Commercial Court have long excited the envy and admiration 
of the ordinary suitor who is compelled to put up with the more 
dilatory and expensive procedure of the ordinary common law 
action ; and the man in the street, and the professional man, too, 
who has the true interests of his profession at heart, is asking 
himself continually why the methods of the Commercial Court 
should not be the ordinary way in which every common law 
action is tried, and not the exception, as it has been hitherto. 
Now, though it cannot be strictly justified, there undoubtedly 
grown up a practice of treating commercial causes as if they 
were essentially different from all other causes in the King’s 
Bench Division—as if they were governed by special and 
exceptional rules of practice and procedure. It seems to be 
thought that the practice of the Commercial Court is a special 
practice created for a special class of case and inapplicable to 
ordinary common law actions. 
Now this, as was pointed out early in the history of the 
Commercial Oourt, is an entire misconception. The origin of 
the Commercial Court and the nature of its procedure was 
considered by the late Lord Esuer in the case of Barrie v. The 
Perwian Corporation (44 W.R. 487), in which he says ‘‘ The 
notice as to commercial causes was only a statement for the 
information of suitors as to the mode of dealing with this 
particular class of business,” and again, ‘‘ The establishment of 
that list made no alteration in the law as to venue, writ, or 
procedure,” and Linputey, LJ., in Baerlein v. The Chartered 
Mercantile Bank (48 W. BR. 692) emphasises the fact that the 
arrangement as to commercial causes ‘‘is a mere piece of con- 
venience in the arrangement of business.” Also the intro- 
ductory paragraph to the notice itself emphasises that very fact. 
“The judges”—it runs—‘“of the Queen’s Bench Division 
desire to make, in accordance with the existing rules and orders | the 
italics are ours |, further provision for the dispatch of commercial 
business.” This being so, and the practice and procedure of 
the court being merely the practice and procedure capable under 
the existing rules of being applied to the conduct of any 
common law action, why, asks the layman (and the lawyer, too, 
for that matter), is it not so applied, in order to attain in all 
cases what is attained in commercial cases—namely, the 
maximum of dispatch with the minimum of expense? It 
is certainly time that this question was seriously faced and 
answered. 

It is worth while to consider in a little more detail what are 

the characteristics of the procedure of the Commercial Court, and 

whether there is anything in them which renders them in- 
applicable to ordinary common law actions. The principal 
features are that (1) the judge who is to try the case exercises 
supervision over it from its earliest stage; (2) interlocutory 
proceedings are reduced to a minimum; (3) pleadings are 
dispensed with, or curtailed and simplified ; (4) a definite day 
is fixed for the hearing of the case; and (5) costs are reduced to 

a minimum, but taxed on a liberal scale and on common-sense 

principles. By universal consent the Commercial Oourt, as 

established by the notice as to commercial causes published in 

February, 1895, has realized to the full the objects with which 

it was established. Expeditious, cheap, inspiring confidence in 





decided that the definition did not apply to persons who 
when not actually drunk were capable of managing themselves. 





commercial men, every suitor who possibly can tries to get his 
cause into the commercial list. 
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Surely there is no reason why most common law actions 
should not be treated under the existing rules of procedure in a 
similar way. Let us consider the provisions as to commercial 
causes contained in the official notice, in order to test their 
applicability to other causes. ey ae = 3 provides that “all 
applications shall be made direct to the judge charged with 
commercial business.”” By this means the judge who tries the 
case has seisin of the matter from tbe very first, and can 
control it in its early stages. He frequently, even on 
the summons to transfer, gets the parties to formulate their 
case and state their points, and makes an order at once for trial 
without pleadings on those points, of which he makes a note, 
supplemented by the claim on the writ (¢.9., Zyser v. Shipowners’ 
Syndicate (Re-assured), 44 W.R. 207), This, of course, would 
involve the assignment of actions in the Queen’s Bench Division, 
with the exception of actions which may be considered as quite 
exceptional, to particular judges, or a particular group of judges, 
as in the Chancery Division, and would also involve the discon- 
tinuance of the interlocutory applications to masters. It is 
true the reform would be a big one, but the advantages are 
patent. There are not many persons who would regret those 
hurried, unsatisfactory scrambles in interlocutory proceedings 
before masters which almost invariably result, in a case of any 
importance, in an appeal to the judge, The judge himself, as 
is done in commercial cases, could perfectly well dispose of 
almost all interlocutory matters on the summons for directions. 
Such a rearrangement of business would no doubt necessitate 


a stringent reform of the circuit system as a corollary, but that: 


would, from all points of view, be a most excellent thing. 

By paragraph 6 of the notice it is provided that applica- 
tion may be made to the judge under the provisions of the 
Judicature Act, 1894, or by consent, to dispense with the 
technical rules of evidence. This paragraph was dealt with 
by Linptzy, L.J., in Baerlein v. Chartered Mercantile Bank 
(supra), who pointed out that under it the Oommercial 
Court has no more power to dispense with strict evidence than 
any other court. Such power depends only on the Judicature 
Act of 1894, and rule 7 of order 30, made thereunder, which 
provides that on the hearing of the summons (#.¢., for direc- 
tions) “the court or a judge may order that evidence of any 
particular fact shall be given by statement on oath of informa- 
tion and belief or by production of documents or entries in 
books, or by copies of documents or entries, or otherwise as the 
court or a judge may direct.”” This rule applies to all courts 
equally, and is not peculiar to the Commercial Court. How is 
it, then, that in the Commercial Court it is used in such a way 
as to secure the minimum of expense and maximum of expedi- 
tion? The fact is that- the judge, having seisin of the 
whole case from the first, knows what are the really 
crucial points in the case and what evidence is required 
to decide them. He can, therefore, put pressure on 
the parties to make admissions or to narrow down their case to 
certain issues. He can tell whether that expensive luxury, a 
commission to examine witnesses, is really necessary, and in 
order to secure his ends he can and does put in force the powers 
he possesses to mulct in costs parties who unreasonably insist on 
proof of facts which are not really material to the issue, or which 
for some other reason ought to have been admitted. These are 
existing provisions under the ordinary procedure, but remain 
for the most part unused in ordinary actions. For instance, 
rule 9 of order 21 empowers the judge to order the defendant 
to pay the costs occasioned by unreasonable denials of fact. 
If this rule were strictly ar | one can imagine how it would 
revolutionize the pleadings of those pleaders who, as a matter 
of course, deny everything, on the chance, one must suppose, of 
tripping up their adversary somewhere ! ain, under rules 2 
and 4 of order 32, the extra costs occasioned by the refusal to 
admit documents and facts should be visited on the part 
unreasonably declining to make such admissions. Paragrap 
7 of the notice, which provides that application may be made to 
the judge for his judgment on any point of law, and para- 
graph 8, by which the judge may make an order for the speedy 
determination ‘‘in accordance with existing rules” of the 
questions really in controversy between the parties, do not 
really add iatihing to the powers conferred by orders 25 and 
34 relating to the determination of points of law and the trial 





of issues of fact without pleadings. Paragraph 9 of the notice, 
which age: that the parties may agree that the decision of 
the judge shall be final, is only d 'y of a power already 
existing. ; 

It is not, then, the special nature of the procedure that 
differentiates the Commercial Court. It is rather the spirit in 
which the existing procedure is applied to the special require- 
ments of commercial actions. It attains efficiency, as was said 
by the late Lord Esuzr, ‘ by abridging all those useless and 
idle proceedings of which litigants can, under the present rules, 
avail themselves before an action comes on for trial”: Hill 
v. Scott (1895, 2 Q. B, 713). The way in which discovery 
is dealt with well illustrates the difference. In an ordinary 
action discovery is often made the means of hanging up an 
action for months by the careful exploitation of order 31. In 
a commercial action an order is made on the summons for 
transfer or directions that lists of documents be exchanged 
between the parties and inspection given, and discovery by 
interrogatories is seldom allowed unless the fact sought to be 
discovered is vital and the party has exhausted every other 
means of discovering it. In any case interrogatories are not 
allowed till after the delivery of points of claim and defence. 

All the weapons, then, by which the judges in commercial 
cases secure the cheap and speedy trial of the real issue between 
the parties are, as has been seen, at the disposal of the judges 
in every common law action. In order to enable them to use 
them effectually, however, certain things must be done in the 
way of re-arrangement of business. Actions must be assigned 
from the first to particular judges or groups of judges. There 
must be sufficient Jndges to dis wet - og of the y pasa 

romptly. Special days must be fixed for the hearing of eve 
an. The task of devising a set of rules which would von 
smoothly and economically on these lines may be difficult, But 
surely should not be impossible. 

One last change would have to come with it—namely, a 
revision of the scale and principles upon which solicitors are 
remunerated and their costs taxed.* long as they can only 
make an action pay by the multiplication of interlocutory pro- 
ceedings, it is hopeless and unreasonable to expect their un- 
grudging assistance in a reform of procedure which will entail 
no less, possibly rather more, work, and considerably reduce 
their profits. 








REVIEWS. 
STATUTE LAW. 


A TREATISE ON THE CONSTRUCTION AND ErrFEcr oF STATUTE 
Law: WITH APPENDICES CONTAINING WORDS AND EXPRESSIONS 
USED IN STATUTES WHICH HAVE BEEN JUDICIALLY OR 
SraTUTABLY CONSTRUED, AND THE PopuLAR AND SHoRT TITLES 
or CERTAIN StaTuTEs. By Henry HarpcasTiz, Barrister-at~ 
Law. Turrp Eprrion, REVISED AND ENLARGED. By WILLIAM 
FEILDEN CRAIES, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


This is a carefully edited edition of a work of considerable value. 
The editor, having tyr mae the second edition, is familiar with his 
subject, and we find throughout the book the recent decisions and 
dicta on the subject very neatly inserted. The plan of the author 
was to give the words of the rules laid down by the judges 
as to the interpretation of statutes, and the result is that the 
work naturally consists largely of extracts from judgments, but the 
are so well arranged and are connected by such clearly-expres 
commentaries that the text is interesting reading, while the quotations 
save the necessity of referring to a host of reports. In the present 
edition considerable additions have been made to the appendix of 
‘‘ words and expressions used in statutes which have been judicially 
or statutably explained,” which now covers nearly eighty pages, as 
well as to the appendix of “‘ short and popular titles.” 








There is, says the Daily Mail, a serious epidemic of small- at 
Swansea, as a result of which the judges on the South Wales Circult p - 
pose to remove the venue of the assizes from that town to Cardiff. The 
under-sheriff for Glamorganshire received a notification to that effect 
from Mr. Justice Ridley yesterday. His lordship, who intimated that he 
would inform the Lord Chancellor of the 


tion of affairs, asked the 
under-sberiff for full information as to outbreak. Should it be 
eventually decided to change the venue fresh juries will have to be 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE PATENT LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Jowrnal.] 


Sir,—Among the modifications proposed by Mr. Gerald Balfour to 
be introduced into his Patent Law Amendment Bill, when he moved 
the Second Reading on Friday last, was one the effect of which is 
probably not generally understood, but which, if adopted, will 
certainly go far to deprive the Act of practical value, and will most 
probably render it entirely abortive. I refer to the proposal to 
remove the jurisdiction in respect of compulsory licences from the 
High Court, and to confer it upon the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. 

Tne Judicial Committee consists of very eminent lawyers, and 
commands, in consequence, a large measure of respect. Its decisions 
on points of principle would be accepted by the whole community 
with the utmost confidence. But for the particular subject-matter 
which it is proposed to refer by this Act to that tribunal, the 
tribunal is most unsuitable. I will mention only two of its dis- 
qualifications. 

First. It is the most expensive tribunal in the kingdom. Costs at 
the Privy Council are always on the “‘ higher scale ’—that is to say, 
on a scale even higher than what in the High Court is known as the 
‘* higher scale,”’ and allowed there only in exceptional cases. As an 
illustration of the lavish expenditure in costs incidental to proceed- 
ings before the Judicial Committee, I may mention that counsel’s 
fees for a consultation, which in a case before the High Court would 
amount to three guineas, would, if the same consultation were held in 
connection with litigation before the Privy Council, amount to ten 
guineas, These extravagant costs will alone be fatal to the relief 
pro’ by the Bill. 

ext. The Judicial Committee has no subordinate judicial staff to 
whom questions of detail can be referred. In appeals—and the 
Judicial Committee was organized to act as an ap te court—this 
does not matter. The Appeal Court decides the point in question 
and remits the working out of its decision in detail to the lower court. 
In this way accounts can be adjusted and all the administrative 
detail worked out by the machinery of subordinate tribunals organized 
upon a different plan for the conduct of such business. But when 
the Judicial Committee is directed to undertake the work of a court 
of first instance this deficiency of a staff of referees becomes a serious 
defect. Ithas proved a serious hindrance to the work of the Judicial 
Committee in other matters of a like kind, and it will certainly cripple 
the tribunal for the present purpose. It would be absurd to expect 
the Lords of Ap to spend hours and days in hearing evidence 
and argument as to whether a royalty should be at 10 per cent. on 
selling price or 15 per cent. on cost price, or, say, @ penny a pound. 
A question of that sort can only be effectually investigated by 
a referee. Four or five of the most distinguished judges in 
the land ought not to be asked to sit in conclave on such a question, 
and will not do it, whatever the Act of Parliament may say. A 
judge of the High Court would not doit. But he would get over 
the difficulty by sending that part of the inquiry, as he already does 
pe examination of intricate accounts, to an official, or a special, 

eree. 

These, then, are two of the inconveniences involved in the altera- 
tion now proposed, and even if they were all, they would, I submit, 
be sufficient to justify the strongest possible protest on the part of 
those interested in the success of our Patent Law against the ill- 
considered proposal to substitute the Judicial Committee for the 
High Court as the tribunal to decide on questions of compulsory 


Temple, July i0. 
[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.” —Eb. 8.J.] 





ARE JUDGES A LAW UNTO THEMSELVES AS TO WHEN 
THEY WILL SIT? 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—I saw an announcement in the daily papers that the Lord 
Chief Justice and Bigham, J., were going to South Africa on 
Saturday, the 9th prox. As the sittings do not end until the 12th, 
and the jndges are bound to sit every day of the sittings, I wrote to 
the Lord Chief Justice asking whether the statement was not a 
canard, and pointing out that in my opinion it must be, as neither he 
nor Bigham, J., would think of leaving before the close of the sittings. 
I enclose a the Lord Chief Justice’s reply, and I would suggest that 
it would be advisable, if judges are to be a law unto themseives as to 
when they will sit and when they will rise, that the rules of court 
might with advantage follow the wording of the railway time tables. 
If this suggestion meets with approval, the rule as to sittings would 
run: That the sittings should begin not earlier than such and such 


days, and should terminate not later than such and such days, but { 





that no representation was made that the courts would begin to sit 
on a certain day or would not rise before a certain day, the only 
representation being that the courts would not sit before a certain 
day and would not rise after a certain day. we 

Rules might also be laid down as to the time for Monday sittings, 
as it is rather extraordinary that certain courts can sit at 10.30 on 
Mondays, others cannot sit until 11, and occasionally not until 11.15, 

If the week-end habit is to prevail, would it not be better to 
suspend sitting altogether on Saturday, and not begin the Monday 
sittings till after lunch; the profession might then know definitely 
what they were doing. 


3, Abchurch-lane, London, E.C., July 14. 
The following is the letter referred to by our correspondent :— 


Judges’ Lodgings, Lancaster, 9 July, 1902. 
The Lord Chief Justice presents his compliments to Mr. Hargraves and 
to acknowledge the receipt of his letter of the 7th July. The 
statement made in the Times is perfectly true. The Lord Ohief Justice 
and Mr. Justice Bigham propose leaving for South Africa on Saturday, the 
9th August. 


E. T. HARGRAVEs. 





THE ENGLISH REPORTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Your reviewer of the above work in this week's issue 
asks if the Chancery series will now follow and hopes the two 
volumes of Equity Cas. Abr. will form part of the series. We are 
now in & position to answer both questions in the affirmative. 

SrevEnNs & Sons (LIMITED), 
. A. Warwick, Director. 

119 and 120, Chancery-lane, London, July 16. 


[We are very glad to hear that — Cas, Abr, are to be included 
in this excellent series of reports.—ED. S.J.] 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
JuLy 1902. 

ORDER XIII. Rutzs 5 AnD 7. 


1. (a) Rule 5 shall be read as if after the words ‘“‘ Where the writ 
is indorsed with a claim for’? the words ‘‘ pecuniary damages only, 
or for detention of goods with or without a claim for pecuniary 
damages” were substituted for the words ‘ detention of goods and 
pecuniary damages or either of them,” and as if after the words ‘‘ But 
the court or a judge may” the words “‘ order a statement of claim 
or particulars to be filed before any assessment of damages, and may 
were inserted. 

(b) Rule 7 shall be read as if for the words “‘detention of goods 
and pecuniary damages or either of them” the words “‘ pecuniary 
damages only or for detention of goods with or without a claim for 
pecuniary damages” were substituted. 


ORDER XIV. RULE 7. 


2. Rule 7 is hereby annulled, and the following Rule shall stand in 
lieu thereof :— 

7. Upon the hearing of the application, with the consent of the 
parties, an order may be made referring the action to a master, 
or the action may be finally disposed of without appeal in 
summary manner. 

ORDER XX. Rutz 1. 
3. In Rule 1, sub-sections (5), (c), (d), and (e) are hereby repealed, 
and the following sub-sections shall stand in lieu thereof :— . 

(b) Subject to the provisions of Order XIII., Rule 12, as to filing 
a statement of claim when there is no appearance, no statement 
of claim shall be delivered unless the same be ordered under 
Order XXX. or Order XVIII4., Rule 3. 

(c) When delivery of a statement of claim is ordered the same 
shall be delivered within the time specified in the order, or, if 
no time be so specified, within twenty-one days from the date 
of the order, salen in either case the time be extended by the 
court or a judge. 

4, Order XX., Rule 5 is hereby repealed. 


ORDER XXI. Ruvtzs 6, 7 Anp 8. 


5. Rules 6, 7 and 8 are hereby annulled, and the following rules 
shall stand in lieu thereof : 

6. Where a defendant has appeared to a writ of summons 
specially indorsed under Order III., Rule 6, he shall deliver 
his defence within ten days from the time limited for appear- 
ance, unless such time is extended by the court or judge, or 
unless in the meantime the plaintiff serves a summons for 
judgment under Order XIV., or a summons for directions. 
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7. Where leave has been given to # defendant to defend under 
Order XIV., he shall deliver his defence (if any) within such 
se ee Se ee him leave to 
defend ; or if no time is thereby limited, then within eight 
days after the order. 

8, When a statement of claim is delivered |e og to an order, 
or filed in default of appearance under Order XIII., Rule 12, 
the defendant, unless otherwise ordered, shall deliver his 
defence within such time (if any) as shall be specified in such 
order, or, if no time be so ified, within ten days from the 
delivery, or filing in default, of the statement of claim, unless 
in either case the time is extended by the court or a judge, 


ORDER XXII. Ruz 18a, 


6. Where the estate of a deceased person who has died intestate is 
entitled toa fund or to a share of a fund in court not exceeding £100, 
and it is proved to the satisfaction of the court or a judge that no 
administration has been taken out to such deceased person, and that 
his assets do exceed the value of £100 including the amount of the 
fund or share to which the estate of such deceased person is entitled, 
the court or a judge may direct that such fund or share of a fund 
shall be paid, transferred, or delivered to the person who, being a 
widower, widow, child, father, mother, brother, or sister of the 
deceased, would be entitled to take out administration to the estate 
of such deceased person. 

ORDER XXIII. 
REPLY AND SUBSEQUENT PLEADINGS. 

7. Order XXIII. is hereby annulled, and the following order shall 
stand in lieu thereof :— 

1, Except in Admiralty actions no reply shall be delivered unless 
the same be ordered. ; 

2. A plaintiff shall deliver his reply, if any, in Admiralty actions 
within six days, and in other actions if ordered within the 
time specified in the order or if no time is so specified within 
ten days, after the defence or the last of the defences shall have 
been delivered, unless the time shall be extended by the court 
or & judge, 

3. No pleading subsequent to reply other than a joinder of issue 
shall be pleaded without leave of the court or a judge, and then 
shall be pleaded only upon such terms as the court or judge 
shall think fit. Every pleading subsequent to reply shall be 
delivered within the time specified in the order givin 
leave to deliver the sameor if no time be so specifi 
within four days after the delivery of the previous pleading, 
unless the time shall be extended by the court or a judge. 


ORDER XXVII. RuvuEs 4, 6 AND 9, 


8. Order XXVII., Rules 4, 6 and 9 shall be read as if after the 
words ‘‘ detention of goods and pecuniary damages or either of them ” 
were left out, andthe words “‘ pecuniary damages only for detention 
of goods with or without a claim for ” were 
inserted : and at the end of Rule 15 shall be inserted ‘‘ and where an 
action has been set down on motion for judgment under Rule 11 
of this order, such setting down may be dealt with by the court or a 
judge in the same way as if a judgment by default had been signed 
when the case was set down. 

ORDER XXX. Rutz 1. 


9. Order XXX,, Rule 1, is hereby annulled, and the following rule 
~— Gy Eas lieu therof :— oa h (4) the plaintiff 
» (a, t in the cases mentioned in paragrap! e plainti 
in ont action shall take out a summons for directions 
returnable in not less than four days. 

(d.) Such summons shall be taken out after appearance and before 
the plaintiff takes any fresh step in the action other than 
application for an injunction, or for a receiver, or the 
entering of judgment in default of defence under Order 
XXVII. 

(c.) Where under Order XIV. the plaintiff cos for judgment, 
or where under Order XVIIIa., the defendant applies for a 
statement of claim, the judge may deal with such application 
as if the plaintiff had been entitled to take out and had taken 
out a summons for directions. 

(d@.) This rule shall not apply to Admiralty actions within the 
meaning of section 34 of the Judicature Act, 1873, or to actions 
in which the writ is specially indorsed under Order III., Rule 
6, or to actions coming under the provisions of Order 
XVIITa., or to any ing commenced by originating 
summons, but in any such action or ing a summons 
ad oe may be taken out at the instance of any party 

ereto. 


ORDER XXX. Rv tes 2, 3, 5 AND 8, 


10, Order XXX. shall be read as if— 
(a.) In Rule 2 the words “interlocutory” and “before the 


(b.) In Rule 3 the words ‘‘ made or” were left out. 

(c.) In Rule 5, after “‘ original summons,” the words ‘‘ and before. 

ay te tale 8 the oe f under 
. e “or for summ j ent 

( rder XIV.” were left out. — 


ORDER XXXVI. Rutz 1. 


11. Rule 1 is hereby annulled, and the following rule shall stand 
in lieu thereof :— 

1. There shall be no local venue for the trial of any action, except 
where otherwise provided by statute, but in every action in 
ot, Aaamcmmacianes place of trial shall be fixed by the court or a 
judge. 

ORDER XLV. Ruvtzs 1, 3, 4 ann 6, 
12. Order XLV. shall be read as if— 

(a.) In Rule 1, after the words ‘to answer the judgment or 
order” the words ‘‘ together with the costs of the garnishee 
proceedings ” were inserted ; and after the words “to satisfy 

the judgment or order,” the words ‘together with the costs 
aforesaid” were inserted. 

().) In Rule 3, at the end, the words “together with the costs 
of the ee i ngs” were inserted. 

(c.) In Rule 4, at the end, the words ‘‘ or may refer the matter 
to a master” were inserted. 

(d.) In Rule 6, after the words ‘such ishee,” the words 
‘together with the costs of the garnishee proceedings” were 
inserted. 


ORDER XLIX. RULE ia. 


13. Upon a Winding Up order being made against a company all 
Chamber proceedings in avy action against such ay mg at the 
instance or on behalf of debenture holders or trustees for debenture 
holders pending before the Ju to whom for the time being 
Company business is assigned be dealt with by the Registrar in 
Companies Winding Up. 

ORDER LXV. Rutz 2. . 
B. Rule 2 shall be read as if the following words were added 
thereto :-— 

“but the court or judge, if the whole costs of the action or 
other proceeding are not intended to be given to the party, 
may wherever practicable by the order direct taxation of the 
whole costs and payment of such proportion thereof, as the 
court or judge shall determine.” 

ORDER LXV. RvLE 23, 

15. Order LXV., Rule 23, shall be read as if the words from 
“‘ payment’? to ‘‘ paid” inclusive were omitted therefrom, and the 
following words were inserted— 


‘‘ taxation of the costs of auch party and payment of a 
thereof or direct payment of a sum in lieu of taxed costs 
and direct by and to whom such proportion or sum shall be 


16. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court, 
July, 1902, and each Rule may be cited separately by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 
They shall come into operation on the 24th day of October, 1902, 
Dated the 8th of July, 1902. 

(Signed) Haxssury, C. 


Rotanp L. VAUGHAN WIL.iAMs, L.J. 
ARTHUR KEKEWICH, J 

A. M. CHANNELL, J. 

WatrTer C. RENSHAW. 





Orver or Court. 

Monday, the 7th day of July, 1902. 
Whereas, from the present state of the business before Mr. Justi 
Kekewich and Mr. Justice Byrne respectively, it is expedient that a 
portion of the causes assigned to Mr. Justice Byrne should be trans- 
ferred to Mr. Justice Kekewich; now I, the Right Honourable 
Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the several causes and matters set 
forth in the Schedule hereto be comeeeary Senatenes from the said 
Mr. Justice Byrne to Mr. Justice Kekewich, and be marked in the 
Cause Books accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by the 
Registrar, oe | in the several offices in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court of Justice. 

SCHEDULE. 

From Mr. Justice BYRNE. 


1902, 





trial” were left out. 


Wardroper v Gibbsld 1901 W 5,236 May 12 
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= District Council of Swanage v White 
16 

Selten v Whiffia 1900 S 2,516 June 13 
Rowles v Rowles 1902 R 366 Junel6 

Jewell v Graham & ors 1902 J 309 June17 
The Capital and Counties Bankld v Baker 1961 
Soloman v Otto Thomasld 1902 8S 317 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Ez parte WALLACE. No.1, 14th July. 


Practice—Rvuir Acarst Justices—Ricut or Arpiicant TO Move In 
Person—Jvustices’ Protection Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vicr. c. 44) s. 5. 


The applicant moved in person for a rule under 11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, 8. 5, 
calling upon certain justices to shew cause why they should not hear an 
determine an application for a summons against Sir Mountetuart Grant 
Duff and others in respect of certain matters when they were upon the 
the Governing Council of Madras. The Divisional Court had refused to 
hear the applicant upon the ground that a rule, under 11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, 
8. 5, could only be moved for by counsel. Reg. v. Biron (14 Q. B. D. 474), 
decided in 1884, and Ez parte Lewis (37 W. B. 13, 21 Q. B. D. 191), decided 
in 1888, were referred to. Master Coleridge handed to the court a note 
from his book of four decisions of Divisional Courts, in all of which the 
court refused to hear an applicant in person for a rule under 11 & 12 Vict. 
c. 44, s. 5—namely, Mathew and Charles, JJ., in October, 1894; Wills 
and Wright, JJ., in December, 1896 ; Wright and Bruce, JJ., in January, 
1897 ; and Wills and Kennedy, JJ., in April, 1898. [An application for a 
prerogative writ of mandamus cav only be made by counsel: Fr parte 
Whyte (12 Times L. R. 458),and 11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, s.5 only substituted 
a rule under that section for a rule for a mandamus.] 

Tue Court (Cortiws, M.R, and Marnew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
refused to hear the application. 

Cotims, M.R., said that the Divisional Court had refused to grant a 
rule against the justices under11 & 12 Vict. c. 44, s. 5, on the ground 
that the rule could not be moved for by the applicant in person but could 
only be moved for by counsel. The Divisional Court accordingly refused 
to hear the Fg See The master had referred them to a series of 
decisions in the Divisional Courts, which had not found their way into the 
reports, to the effect that an application for a rule under 11 & 12 Vict. c, 


44, s. 5, could only be made by counsel. It was therefore a rule of practice 


of the courts not to hear a mction of this sort except when made by 
counsel.. They would, therefore, refuse to hear the application until the 
applicant appeared by counsel. 

Martuew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ., concurred. 


[Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. MAYOR, &c., OF BOURNEMOUTH, No, 2. 
14th and 15th July. 


Tramway—"‘SvunstantrAL ComMENCEMENT OF Works’’—‘* Concivsrve 
Evipence ”’—Tramways Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vicr. c. 78), s. 18. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported ante, 
p. 586, [1902] W. N. 126). The facts were shortly as follows: The Cor- 
poration of Bournemouth obtained a provisional order, confirmed by Act 
of Parliament on the 6th of August, 1900, authorizing them to construct a 
certain tramway, and on the same day the Poole and District Electric 
Traction Co. (Limited) obtained an Act authorizing it to construct « tram- 
- way along the same line, but providing that the power should not be exercised 
till the Ist of August, 1902, and not then if the corporation had in the 
meantime constructed their tramway in compliance with certain conditions. 
These proceedings were an information brought by the Attorney-General 
at the relation of the company, and an action by the company, claiming 
that the corporation should be restrained from continuing to construct 
their tramway on the ground that their powers had expired. It was con- 
tended that the corporation had not substantially commenced “ the works ”’ 
within one year from the date of the provisional order, as required 
by section 18 of the Tramways Act, 1870, in the absence of a 
prolongation of the time by the Board of Trade, which had not 
been obtained. It was admitted that the corporation had not com- 
menced any works on the actual line of tramway; but within the 
year they had acquired some leasehold premises for the purpose of erecting 
@ generating station, and had entered into contracts for the supply of 
dyramos, &c., and it was contended on their bebalf that this amounted to 
a ‘* substantial commencement of the works”’ within the section. It was 
further argued that a notice published in the London Gazette by the Board 
of Trade, as provided by section 18, was not only conclusive but the onl 
admissible evidence of non-commencement. Swinfen Eady, J., on th 
-_ intimated that he should have followed the decision of Kekewich, J., 
Re Dudley and Kingswinford Tramways (42 W. R. 126, 69 L. T. 711), to 
the effect that ‘‘conclusive’”’ meant ‘‘exclusive’’ evidence; and held, 
further, that there had been a substantial commencement of the works 


Tux Covrr (VavcHan Wiiu1ams, Romer, and Srmume, L.JJ.) allowed 
e a 

ae Wu.uss, L.J.—I regret to have to deliver this judgment, 
| which does not, I think, accord with the real needs of the case, but I 
| cannot see my way to construe the Act otherwise. The first answer 
given by the corporation to the contention that the works were not 
substantially commenced within a year is that the only -way of 
| proving non-commencement is by the production of a notice by the 
| Board of Trade in the Gazette. On this point Swinfen Eady, J., 
gave no decision of his own, but eaid he should have followed that 
of Kekewich, J., in Re Dudley and Kingswinford Tramways. We must, 
| however, determine the question, and in my judgment itis not right to 
construe ‘‘ conclusive ’’ evidence as “‘only’’ evidence, and the decision of 
| Kekewich, J., cannot be supported. We must therefore deal with the 
| other question, whether the works were substantially commenced within 
; one year. Swinfen Eady, J., has held that they were, holding that 
| “works’’ includes not only physical works actually executed, but the taking 
_ of any substantial step towards carrying out the undertaking—c.g., thegiving 
' of orders for the execution of certain parts of the work and the buying of 
| land fora generating station. I cannot agree to this. I think “‘ substantial 
commencement’? means the execution of physical works. Giving an order 
is only an attempt to get something done by someone else ; it is no more 
than evidence of an intention to execute works, and it would ba doing 
violence to language to say it amounted to an actual or substantial com- 
mencement. I should have been glad ifin some way the Board of Trade 
could help the corporation out of the difficulty; but, without actually 
deciding the point, I cannot see how they can do so. The appeal must be 
allowed, with costs, and the order for an injunction must go with the 

necessary declaration. 

Romer, L.J.—I agree. The short question is whether the corporation 
have substantially commenced the works witbin one year. It is first said 
that the notice in the Gazette is the only admissible evidence ; that the 
opinion of the Board of Trade is alone to be looked at, and that the High 
Court has no jurisdiction to consider the matter. I think this contention 
is wrong; if Parliament had so intended, it could have expressed the 
intention in clear language, and I cannot infer it from the words of the 
Act. As to the second point, I think ‘‘ substantial commencement of 
works”’ must have its ordinary meaning, and points to physical acts 
performed by the corporation or its agents. The definition of ‘‘ works ”’ in 
section 2 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, as works authorized 
to be executed, supports this view, and I cannot see that anything the 
corporation have done amounts to a commencement of the works. They 
did not even order the contractors to commence them. It is our plain 
duty to allow the appeal, however hard the result may be for the 
respondents. 

Srirtinc, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Covunsrt, 
Warmington, K.C., and R, J. Parker; Vernon Smith, K.C., and Church. 
Soxicrrors, 8. Morse; Lovell, Son, ¢ Pitfield,for J. § W. H. Druitt, 
Bournemouth. 


[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 
Re LEEDS AND HANLEY THEATRES OF VARIETIES (LIM.). 
| 3rd, 7th, 8th, and 11th July. 


, Company — Promotion —Szcret Prorrr — Prosprorus — ConcEALMENT — 
MIsREPRESENTATION—BREACH OF Duty—F Ravup—DAmaces. 


| This was an appeal from a decision of Wright, J. The facts were, 
shortly, as follows: In December, 1896, the Consolidated Exploration and 
Finance Oo. (Limited), hereinafter called the finance company, agreed 
with the proprietors of two music halls, the Leeds Hall and the 
| Hanley Hall, to form the Leeds and Hanley Theatres of Varieties 
(Limited), hereinafter called the theatres company, to take over 


| the halls. The finance company paid the deposit, and the total 
purchase price of the two halls was about £24,000. LEarly in 1897 
!the prospectus of the theatres company was issued, and in it one 
Rand, who was in fact a clerk, was held out as the vendor of the 
‘halls, and it was stated that he had such confidence in the success of 
the company that he had stipulated for the right to take one-third 
' of the dace capital in part payment of the purchase-money. It was 
‘also represented that the halls had bcen valued at £75,000 
by Messrs. Carter & Le Grand, described as ‘well-known and 
established valuers to the licensed victuallers’ trade,’’ who had in fact 
, only been establiched for less than two years. The finance company settled 
| the memorandum and articles of the theatres company, and registered 
it on the 2nd of February, 1897. It is also provided the signatories for 
memorandum and nominated three directors, supplying two of them with 
| their qualification. One of them was a director of the finance company. 
| The minutes of the finance company shewed that while the purchase of 
| the halls and the formation of the theatres company was in contemplation 
| this director did not vote on matters connected with it, though he was 
present at all but one of the board meetings of the finance company at 
which the scheme was discussed. On the lst of February, 1897, Rand 
purported to sell the halls to a trustee for the theatres company (also 
nominated by the finance company) for £75,000, to be paid as to £17,500 
in cash, as to £16,000 in mortgages to be given by the theatres company, 
as to £10,000 in debentures of the theatres company, and as to £31,500 in 
fully-paid shares of the theatres company. On the 4th of February the 
three directors of the theatres company above mentioned held their 
first meeting and approved the prospectus, and adopted the purchase. 
The halls were waked at a loss, The theatres company was wound 





within the required time, and that the defendant corporation were therefore 
entitled to judgment. The plaintiffs appealed. 


up, and the halls were sold by the mortgagees for about 
£19,000. The value of the £10,000 debentures held by the finance 
company was abcut £2,300. The official receiver, as the liquidator of the 








902, 
—= 
allowed 


dgment, 
e, but I 
answer 


orized 
ig the 
They 
plain 
r the 


INSEL, 
hurch, 
Pruitt, 


were, 
1 and 
zreed 
the 
ieties 
over 
total 
1897 
one 
the 
is of 
hird 
was 
000 
and 
fact 
tled 
red 
for 
vith 


» of 
tion 


7 at 
and 
.lso 
500 
ny, 
iin 
the 
eir 


ut 
ic8 


he 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 46.] 649 








July 19, 1902. 


theatres Comeeey, made this application for a declaration that the finance 
company was liable to account to the theatres company for the secret profit 
made in the formation of the theatres company and the sales to it of the 
halls, or alternatively that the finance company might be ordered to make 
compensation for misfeasance in inducing the theatres company to pur- 
chase the halls without proper disclosure and at a fraudulent overvalue. 
The finance company was also in liquidation, but had substantial assets— 
about £12,000—to meet the claims. Wright J., oraered the finance 
company to make compensation to the amount of £12,000, with interest at 
4 per cent. on the sum obtained from the theatres company. The finance 
company appealed. 

Tuz Court (VavcHAN and §rirune, LJJ.) 
dirmissed the appeal. 

Vavenan Witiiams, L.J., stated the facts, and said that he was not 
prepared to hold that in purchasing the halls the finance company was 
acting as the agents or trustees of the as yet unformed theatres company, 
but preferred to base his judgment on the plain fact that from first to last 
the directors of the finance company were acting as the promoters of the 
theatres company and intended to buy the halls and then form a board 
under their own control to buy the halls from them at an inflated price, 
and that consequently the finance company was throughout the period in 
a fiduciary relation to the future allottees of shares in the theatres com- 

y. This fiduciary relationship involved a duty on the part of the 
ce company to disclose the fact that it was interested as beneficial 
vendor of the halls. His lordship held that no such disclosure was made, 
except to the three directorsnominated by the finance company, and that there 
was, further, a positive suggestio falsi in the prospectus in the statement as 
to the position of Rand. In view of this breach of duty the theatres com- 
pany was entitled to relief in the nature of damages in respect of its pur- 
chase for £75,000 of property for which the finance company had paid 
£24,000, and the estimate of £12 000 was amply supported by the facts 

Romer, LJ., held that the finance company clearly promoted 
the theatres company, and was responsible for the issue and contents 
of the B gn, pone This prospectus, his lordship held, was fraudulent, 
inasmuch as it concealed the fact that the finance company was the real 
vendor, and contained the falee statement as to Rand, who, in fact, bad 
no confidence or concern in the theatres company, and had made no such 


Wriusams, Romer, 


That cub-section provides that “the court may at any time after the 
resentation of a bankruptcy petition stay any action, execution, or other 
egal process against the property or person of the debtor, and any courts 

in which proceedings are pending against a debtor may, on proof tnat a 

bankruptcy petition has been presented by or against the debtor, either 

stay the proceedings or allow them to continue on such terms as it may 
think just.” It is said that this process, which resulted in the order for 
imprisonment is a ‘‘legal process against the property or person 
of the debtor,’’ and that therefors the Court of Bankruptcy has 
jurisdiction to allow or prohibit the continuance of the proceedings. 

Whether this is so or not depends on the question whether the 

imprisonment is intended as a means of enforcing payment of the debt or 

whether it is intended as a punishment. If it is intended as the latter the 
court has no jurisdiction under section 10 to order the release of the 

debtor. There can be no doubt that if the statement of the law made b 

Mellish, L.J., in Cobham v. Dalton (23 W. R. 865, 10 Ch. App. 655) is still 
to be taken as good law, this process must be regarded as merely for the 

purpose of enforcing a of the debt. But looking at the other 

authorities I think that Mellish, L.J.’s, statement cannot now be regarded 
as accurate. The general effect of the Debtors Act, s. 4, is that no 
person shall be liable to imprisonment for non-payment of money 
except in certain specified instances, and there is another exception 
in section 5. In Middleton v. Chichester (19 W. R. 369, 6 Ch. App. 

152) Lord Hatherley considered that in every one of the excep- 

tions in section 4 something in the character of delinquency was 

pointed out; and for that reason the power of imprisonment was 

retained and was in the nature of a punishment, and so differed from a 
process to enforce the payment of a debt. The same view is taken by 
Lindley, L.J., in Re Smith (41 W. R. 289; 1893, 2 Ch. 1). Under these 
circumstances the court has no choice but to hold that the order of the 
magistrate in the present case is a punitive order, and that the debtor is 
not entitled to his release by reason of the receiving order. Looking at 
the conditions under which an order can be made under section 5 of the 
Debtors Act, it is clear that under it an order can be made only when there is 
acontumaciousdebtor. Itis intended as a punishment for a quasi-contempt 
of court. In the present case the receiving order does not entitle the 
debtor to his release, notwithstanding that he can at any time, by paying 
the debt and costs, get rid of his imprisonment. 





stipulation as was alleged. Further, it was the duty of the finance 
company to provide the theatres company with an independent board of 
directors. ‘The finance company caused the theatres company to incur 
heavy liabilities and part with a large:amount of its shares, and so, since 
the halls were worth less than the sum paid for them, the finance company 
was liable for the difference in damages in respect of breach of duty and 
fraud, and the appeal must be dismissed. 

Sritine, L.J., in delivering judgment to the same effect, referred to a 
passage in the speech of Lord Macnaghten in Cavendish Bentinck v. Fenn 
(86 W. R. 641, 12 A. O. 652, at p. 671), to the effect that it would amount 
to a fraud for aayone interested in land which was being sold to acompany 
to conceal his interest and represent that the land belonged to others not 
connected with the scheme. This case was distinguishable, in point of 
fact, from Cavendish Bentinck vy. Fenn by reason of the fact that there the 
contract was a real contract, whereas here the parties were nominees of 
the finance company. [It was agreed that judgment should be given for 
the theatres company for £12,000 and costs, without interest, the finance 
company undertaking not to appeal further.]—Counsrr, Hon. FE. 0. 
Macnaghten, K.O., and Kenyon Parker ; Younger. K.O., and W. H. Cozens- 
Hardy. Sourerrons, R. Raphael § Co.; G. B. W. Digby. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re EDGCOMBE, No. 2. 9th and 11th July. 


ArracumMent —Non-Payment or Rates—CommirraL—BAnxkruptcy or 
Derrorn—Lecat Proorss—Jurispicrion—Desrors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 
Vicr. c. 62), s. 4—Banxrvuptoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 10 (2) 


This was an application on behalf of James Edgcombe, a debtor, at 
present confinedin Holloway prison, forhisrelease. He wastherated occupier 
of No, 12, St. James’s- square, which in 1900 he proposed opening as the 
premises of a limited company, called the Pall Mall Club. In April last, 
at the instance of the Corporation of Westminster, Mr. Denman, the 
sitting ee at Marlborough-street police-court, made an order to 
commit Edgcombe to Holloway prison for non-payment of rates in respect 
of No. 12, St. James’s-rquare to the amount of about £174. The order of 
committal was for one month, unless the debt and costs should be sooner 
paid. On the Ist of July the debtor was arrested and lodged in prison, 
and on the following day he presented a bankruptcy petition, upon which 
a receiving order was at once made. Thereupon, he applied to Mr. 
Registrar Hope, sitting in bankruptcy, for his release under section 10, 
sub-section 2, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, which gives the Court of 
Bankruptcy power to stay legal process against the property or person of 
adebtor. The registrar, however, refused the application, holding that, 
as the order had been made by a court of competent juriediction, he could 
not interfere; and further, that the order being punitive, the receiving 
order did not have the effect of releasing the debtor. Edgcombe appealed 
from the registrar’s order, 

Tue Count (Vavonan Wriu1ams, Romer, and Srreuie, L.JJ.) dismis:ed 
the appeal. 

Vavonan Wittrams, L.J.—I am of opinion that this appeal must fail. 
I arrive at this conclusion with some reluctance, because with regard to 
the application of the Debtors Act, 1869, and the effect thereon of a 
receiving order, it does not seem to me that the decisions of the courts and 
the rules which have been made have all followed the same principle. 
But if this case is governed by authority, the court must act on that 








Romer and Sriatine, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect.— 
CounseL, Haldenstein; Muir Mackenzie. Soxtcrrors, Reginald G. Davis ; 
Caprons, Hitchins, Brabant, § Hitchins. ° 

{Reported by J. I. Sriauina, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re POLLARD, POLLARD v. POLLARD, Joyce, J. 5th July. 


SrquestraTion--Cnosk in AcTtion—Banxexr—Customer—DeaLines WITH 
Customer’s AccoUNT AFTER Noticr or Writ or SEQUPSTRATION AGAINST 
CusToMER. 

This was a summons taken out by the plaintiffs asking that the London 
and County Banking Oo. (Limited) might be ordered to pay to the seques- 
trators, acting under a sequestration issued in the action against the 
defendant, H. E. Pollard, the amount standing to the credit of the defend- 
ant in the books of the bank on the 20th of May, 1902. The action was 
instituted against the defendant, who was a legatee and executor under 
the will of Mrs. Jane Pollard, to recover a sum of money due from him to 
the testatrix, and for administration of her estate, and the defendant was 
ordered to pay into court to the credit of the action the sam of £136 3s. 
The defendant failed to comply with this order, and on the 20th of 
May, 1902, a writ of sequestration was issued against him directing the 
sequestrators to collect, receive, and sequester all his goods, chattels, and 
personal estate whatsoever, and to detain and keep the same under 
sequestration until the defendant should lodge in court the sum of 
£1386 3s., and clear his contempt. The sequestrators accordingly, 
upon the same day, attended on the manager of the Covent Garden 
branch of the bank, where the defendant kept an account, and gave notice 
of the writ and demanded payment of the amount standing to the defend- 
ant’s credit at the bank. It was admitted that on that date there was a 
sum of £204 7s. 8d. standing to the defendant’s credit in the bank books. 
The plaintiffs alleged that the bank manager undertook not to allow the 
defendant to deal with his account, and to communicate with the solicitors 
of the plaintiffs and sequestrators when he had consulted the bank’s 
solicitors. It appeared that, notwithstanding the bank manager's 
undertaking, the bank had subsequently honoured cheques drawn 





| by the defendant, and on the 22nd of May the balance at the 


bank to the defendant’s credit was reduced to £137 7s. 5d. On 
the 22nd of May last the srquestrators served a formal written 
notice on the bank manager and took out the present summons, 
asking that the bank might be ordered to pay to the sequestratcrs the 
amount which was standing to the defendant’s credit in the books of the 
bank on the 20th of May, 1902. The plaintiff contended that the bank 
was not justified in paying any more money to the defendant after receiv- 
ing notice of the sequestration, without giving the sequ-strators a reason- 
able opportunity of applying for an order against them, and, amongst 
other cases, they referred to Wilson v. Metcalf (1 Beav. 263), Miller v. Huddle. 
stone (31 W. R. 138, 22 Oh. D. 233), Ward v. Booth (20 W. R. 880, 14 Kq. 
195), and Ex parte Nelson (28 W. R. 554, 14 Ch. D. 41). 

Joycr, J., said that he did not see his way to make an order with 
respect to the larger sum of £204 7s. 5d. It was stated in the text-books 
that mere notice of a writ of sequestration did not bind a chose in action in 





authority. The debtor relies on ection 10 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 


the hands of a third party, and his lordship thought that the authorities 
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bore out that proposition. No case had been cited in which it had been 
held that mere notice of sequestration was sufficient to bind a chose in 
action, and certainly it did not create a charge. He was, however, very 
far from approving the conduct of the bank, although they might be right 
in law. Upon the evidence he did not think that they ought to have paid 
their customer without giving the sequestrators an opportunity of 
opposing that course of action. The order would accordingly be made, 
bat without costs, and without prejudice to any other action which the 
sequestrators might take.—Counsr1, Hughes, K.O0., and G. NW. Marcy ; 
F. H. Maugham. Soutcrrors, 8. R. Pollard; Witkinson, Howlett, § 
Witkinson. 
[Reported by C. B. Camm, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re SMITH. SMITH ». LEWIS. Buckley, J. 3rd, 4th, and 8th July. 


Wirir—Oonstruction— Power To Rerarn Estate 1s Present Form or In- 
VESTMENT— RECONSTRUCTION OF COMPANY-——ALLOTMENT OF SHARES IN NEW 
Company To Trustezrs~Companirs Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. c. 89), 
s. 161. 


This was a summons taken out by the plaintiff, as surviving trustee of 
the will of the testator, asking, among other things, whether the plaintiff, 
as such trustee, was justified in retaining unsold certain ordinary and 
preference shares in the Birmingham Small Arms Oo. (Limited), forming 
part of the estate of the testator, which were allotted to the plaintiff as 
such trustee in September, 1896. The will contained a devise and bequest 
of his real and personal estate to his trustees on trust for sale and 
conversion, and investment of the proceeds, and a direction that his 
trustees should hold the investments on trust to pay the income thereof 
for life to certain tenants for life, and subject thereto, in trust for certain 
persons in remainder. There was also a power to his trustces to postpone 
the sale and conversion of his estate, or any part thereof, and to retain 
the same, or any part thereof, in its present form of investment. The 
investment clause included the preference shares of any joint stock 
company at the time of investment paying a dividend on its ordinary 
shares. The testator died in 1895. He was poseeesed of 750 ordinary 
shares in the company. In September, 1896, the trustees were the 
holders of 520 of these. In that month the company was voluntarily 
wound up under rection 161 of the Companies Act, 1862, on the 
terms of an agreement by which the assets of the old company should 
be sold to trustees for an intended new company, and by which the new 
company, when formed, thould allot to each member of the old company 
for each share in the old company one fully-paid ordinary and one fully- 
paid preference share of the same value in the new company. There was 
no alternative given to the shareholders to take money, but they had 
power under section 161 to dissent. The trustees did not dissent, and 
there were allotted to them 520 ordinary and 520 preference shares 
in the new company. The company did not pay a dividend on 
its ordinary shares until 1897; since that year they have always done so. 
The right of the trustees to retain the preference shares was not contested. 
With respect to the ordinary shares, it was contended on behalf of the 
tenants for life that the trustees were justified in retaining the shares, 
inasmuch as the new company was substantially the same as the old one. 
On behalf of the persons entitled in remainder it was contended that the 
new company was an entity different from the old one, and that conse- 
quently the shares of the new company could not be said to be part of the 
testator’s estate. Re Morris (52 L. T. 462), Re New (1901, 2 Ch, 534), and 
Re Tucker (1894, 1 Oh. 724) were cited. 

Bucsizy, J., after holding that the question as to the preference 
shares was covered by the investment clause, continued: The further 
question is whether the ordinary shares are an authorized investment. 
They are not within any clause which authorizes the trustees to 
make investments. The whole question turns on whether the retention 
of these shares is a retainer of some part of the estate “in its 
present form of investment.’? In a sense it is not. Shares in the 
new company are not the same as shares in the old company; they 
are different shares. But I think I ought to look at the substance of 
the transaction. Is it substantially the same form of investment? Now 
one might put many illustrations of transactions in which investments are 
not varied. Suppose that, at the death of the testator, the company had 
only issued ordinary shares and that it subsequently created preference 
shares, would the ordinary shares be the same shares? I should say 
that this would be the same investment. The company had power to 
create preference shares ; the ordinary shares were always subject to that 
power, and are etill the same shares. Secondly, suppose that after the 
testator’s death the company availed iteelf of the Companies (Memorandum 
of Association) Act, 1890, and enlarged its objects, would the investment 
remain the same? I should say that it would. In the present case the 
company bas availed itself of other statutory powers—that is to say, under 
section 161, it has sold its assets to another company, and has effected that 
operation in such a form that the trustees were bound to take the 
thares of the new company or dissent. The shares in the new company 
reculted from the shares in the old company without any act on their 
part. Have they then changed the form of the investment? I 
think not; the altered thing they have got is the same thing in another 
sbape. They are shares in a new company, no doubt, but the only real 
difference is that the corporation is a different corporation. Does that 
fact take them out of the words ‘‘ retain the same in its present form of 
investment’’? I think that every case of this kind must be looked at on 
its merits in order to see if the investment is the same. In the present 
cate I think it is. Here the new company was a reproduction of the old 
company. There is no question here of a different form of business, or of 
additional liability. All that has happened is that there is a new 
corporation which is the old company in a new form. The trustees 
obtained these shares because, by the use of the statute, the one company 
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replaced the other. I think, therefore, that these shares are within the 
words of the will, and that the trustees are entitled to retain them.— 
CounseL, J. FE. Harman; Mark Romer; R. J. Parker. Soxtcrrors, Sharpe, 


Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for B. Shirley Smith, Birmingham, 


[Reported by H, L. Onmistoy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





*,* In the report of the case of Bavendale vy. North Lambeth Liberal ang 
Radical Club (ante, p. 616) the club is in one place erroneously referred to ag 


‘* the plaintiff club ’’ instead of ‘‘ the defendant club.” 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 18th of June, 1902; 


First Oxass. 


Angel, Owen Copplestone 
Bowyer, Herbert Henry 
Houlston, Edward Bicknell 
Hunt, Arthur Cecil 
Jackson. Harold Warters 
Jessop, Frederic Hubert 
Jones, Walter Owen, B.A, (Wales) 
Lewis, Laurence Reddrop 
Lyde, Herbert William 
Matthews, Thomas Alfred 
Moss, Harold Moreton 


Nash, Ernest 

Rameden, James Hildebrand 
Redfern, Sydney Ernest 
Richmond, Charles Frank 
Robinson, Arnold Percy 
Rowse, Richard Sidney 
Thornton, Philip Reginald 
Wales, Sidney Charles Ingelow 
Welch, Lawrence 

Wood, Charles Hewitt 


Srconp Crass. 


Amos, Reginald 

Andrew, George Lyons 

Archer, Francis Kendray 

Bartlett, Kenneth Edmeades 

Bates, Robert 

Bateson, Vivian Blanshard 

Bennett, Harold George 

Birch, Frank 

Birts, Cecil John Thomas 

Blakelock, Theodore Lindsay Salts, 
B.A. (Camb ) 

Blakemore, Trevor Ramsey, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Bownass, William Everett 

Buckley, Edgar 

Budge, William Hatton 

Bull, Henry Hill 

Butlin, Ernest Thomas 

Campbell, George Leslie 

Oartmell, Harold 

Chapple, Henry Torrington 

Clapham, Barnard Aubrey, B.A. 
(Uxon.) 

Clegg, Joseph 

Clifton, Harold 

Coldham, Guy Glemsford 

Cotterell, Arthur 

Cordwell, Harry 

Cornu, George Maurice 

Cripps, Alfred Standish 

Croft, Leonard Wilberforce 

Crowther, James Ashworth} 

Culross, Charles Hill 

Dabbs, Arthur Henry 

Dalton, Wilton Kenworthy 

Danby, James Sherman 

Darke, Hugh Cuff 

Davey, Horace 

David, Tudor Jenkyn 

Davies, Origen 

Day, William Ingram Leeson 

de Kusel, Kenneth 

de Meza, Jonas 

Dewing, Arthur Augustus Blath- 
wayt 

Dixon, Thomas William 

Dobson, Reginald Crawshaw 

Dowding, Arthur Oharles 

Duckers, James Scott 

Duckham, Thomas Henry 

Du Pre, Charles Hinton, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Edwards, Basil Wynn 

Edyvean, Montegu Flamank 

Ellis, Arthur Thomas 

Eltoft, George 

Eve, William 

Faulder, Henry Siddons 

Fielding, Edgar 


Flavell, Thomas 
Foster, Thomas Matherson 
Fox, John 
Frape, Reginald David 
Freeman, George Herbert 
Gain, Joseph Henry 
Gallop, John Arthur 
Garton, Peter 
Gibbs, John Errington 
Gibson, Norman 
Gill, William Briggs 
Goodman, Harold Temple 
Gough, Charles Ogle 
Graham, Henry John 
Graves, Alfred Perceval 
Gray, Colin 
Gwatkin, Frederick Ambrose Staple- 
ton 
Hammill, Alan 
Hawking, Henry William 
Haywood, Christopher 
Hazlerigg, Thomas Maynard 
Hellaweil Frank Arthur 
Hellyar, Richmond Percival 
Henstock, John 
Hepworth, Joseph 
Hickman, Thomas Darby 
Hicks, Harold Coldstream 
Hill, William Charles 
Hinson, William 
Hollobon, Tom 
Hosking, Vivian Edgill 
Howell, Oharles Everard 
Hymers, James Allan 
Jacka, William Thomas 
Jackson, Basil 
Jones, David Augustus 
Jones, Ernest 
Jones, John Horatio Edward 
Jones, William Hatherley 
Jordeson, George Stephenson 
Kennedy, Douglas Wyburn 
Kennedy, Edward Gordon 
Kershaw, Harold Slaney 
Lacey, Oyril Dunman 
Lacemann, John Adolph 
Leoni, Alexander 
Lester, Walter Edwin 
Letts, Malcolm Henry Ikin 
Lloyd, Henry Harris 
Lloyd, Thomas Henry 
Lymbery, Arthur William, B.A. 
(Camb. 
McDaniel, Harry David 
McDonald, Reginald 
McQueen, Ernest Frank 
March, Charles Henry 
Marsden, George Alfred 
Mason, Maurice Ludlam 
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Masters, Sedgwick Sinton, John Harold Griffiths, John Gifford Moore, John Lee, B.A. LL.B. 
Mather, Philip Bertram , Raleigh Strong Gross, Adolph Wilhelm Jacob, B.A., (Camb.) 
eect, Sa cert a 
‘ TOV exander ver rge Napier, i > a 
Merson, Frank Melhuish nape, Jo) te) 2, rg pre Beg Rie 


Mewburn, William Guy 

Moger, Herbert George Derwent 

Money, George Ohester Tancred 

Moodie, Percy Alfred 

Morecroft, Arthur Ernest 

Morell, Stephen Kingsley 

Morgan, Gabriel Arthur 

Morgan, Hugh Carey 

Mottram, Francis Joseph 

Needham, Leonard Ronald 

Newman, Trevor Clyde 

Nicholson, Montagu 

Other, Thomas Archer Windsor 

Pirkis, George Cecil Lyne, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Pothecary, Walter Frank 

Potts, Cyril Ashford 

Pratt, Edward Spencer 

Prentis, Mackenzie Wilson 

Price, William 

Ramsey, Henry 

Rawlinson, Francis Joseph 

Rayner, William Vernon 

Redfearn, Auberon Herbert 

Robinson, Norman Augustus 

Samuel, Charles Robert 

Saul, John Bycroft 

Saxon, Harold 

Schofield, Edmund 

Scholefield, William 

Scott, Sydney Bonner 

Scott, William Emiley Oscar 

Shaffer, Samuel 

Shepherd, Norman Robinson 





Frvat ExamrnartIon. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Final Examination held on the 16th and 17th of 


June, 1902 : 


Adler, Cecil George 
Armstrong, Forster Moore, LL.B. 


Pe ee e 

bridge, John Prentice 

Atkinson, George James, 
(Lond. ) 

Baddeley, Sydney 

Bailey, John Norman 

Barber, John Reid, B.A, LL.B, 
Camb 


( -) 
Barber, Walter Browne, B.A. 
Camb. 


Barker, Charles Edward 

Bayly, Kingsley 

Beavis, Oharles Edward Hartnell, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Becher, John Pickard 

Beeching, Ernest 

Benest, John Langston Millais 
evan, William 

Biddle, Frederick Arnold, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.) 

Bird, Henry Soden 

Biss, Ivan Xdward 

Black, Alexander MacGregor 

Black, George Barnard 

Black, Reginald Adam, B.A. (Camb.) 


LL.B. 


Bowker, Arthur Lawrance, B.A. 


nee? 

ury, Reginald Orlando 

Brady, Charles Edward 

Branson, Frederick Henry Ewart, 
B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) 

Bretherton, Francis Hawkin 

Brockis- Warren, William Alfred 

Broom, Allen George 

Brown, Arthur Oassels, B.A. (Oxon ) 

Brown, Theophilus Edward 


Burnup, He Watson, B.A. 
(amb) : 

Cameron, Edmund Verney Lovett, 
B.a. (Oxon.) 

Oarrick, Oyril 

Castle, Claude Montagu 

ema ie Harrison 

erbert Stanley, B.A. 

(Camb.} " 


Chesterman, William Paul 
Clarke, Joseph Botterill 


Stacey, John Atherfold 

Stallon, Herbert Percival 

Stephenson, Paul 

Stevens, Alfred Julius, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Stevens, George Southall 

Stevens, Valentine Vivian 

Stewart, Charles Alan Francis 

Stolterforth, George Herbert, B.A. 
— 

Taylor, William Joseph 

Travis, Sydney 

Turner, George Perrior 

Utley, Robert Norman 

Walmisley, Elyard 

Walters, Arthur Hugh Rees 

Ward, James William 

Webster, Harold Oolin, BA. 
Camb.) 

White, Sydney Linthorne 

Whittingham, Edwin Parton 

Wilkins, Ernest Augustus 

Williams, Alwyne Landseer 

Williams, John Frederick 

Williams, Philip Raymond 

Wilson, Arthur Munkhouse 

Wilson, Charles Godfrey 

Wilson, George Herbert 

Withall, William Westcott 

Wood, Vernon 

Woodwark, Ernest Reginald 

Worthington, John Morton 

Yarborough, Humfrey Charles 

ke 


Cobbett, Richard 

Cohn, Albert Maher, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Coke, Leigh Rigby 

Comely, Robert 

Cooke, Henry Edwin 

Coote, Arthur Bernard,'M.A. (Oxon.) 

Copland, Henry Townsend 

Coward, Cecil Robert, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Coward, George Victor 

Cripps, Oharles Henry, B.A. (Camb.) 

Crosby, Walter Lewis John 

Crow, Percy Falshaw Castlereagh 
Thompson 

Dacre, John Charles 

Dart, Frank 

Davies, Evan Richard 

Davies, Thomas John Pryce 

Dawes, Edwin Plomley 

Dawes, Richard Percy, M.A. (Camb. ) 

Dean, Charles Frederick Ellis 

Dennis, i 

Dennis, Clement Charles 

Dewhirst, Alfred Guy 

Double, Herbert Dale 

Duncan, Charles Rix 

Elwell, Claude Simeon, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Emmet, Edward Fletcher 

Evans, Frank ‘Taynton, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Evans, William 

Fairbairn, Walter Thomas 

Few, John Edward, B.A. (Camb.) 

Figgis, Jobn Maurice, B.A. (Oamb.) 

Fisher, Frank Holcrott 

Fisher, John Henry, B.A. (Camb.) 

Fishwick, Sydney 

Forman, Archibald Claude 

Forrester, Arthur Livesey 

Foster, William Aaron 

Freeman, Samuel 

Frost, Cecil Dashwood 

Gates, Tnomas |’ Anson 

Gilchrist, Alexander FitzMaurice 

Gillett, William A 


lan 
Glynne-Jones, Allen, B.A., LL.B. 
(Lond. 
Gosschalk, Maurice Victor, B.A. 


(Omsa.) 
Gough, John Bolle Tyndale 





Mantle 
Gush, Geoffrey Bertram 
Haggard, Richard Colby, 
(Camb.) 
Hall, John 
Hallam, Williaw Wilkinson 
Hardman, Henry Haworth 
Hardwick, Augustus Alfred Henry 
Harris, Herbert Walter 
Harrison, George Rowland Devereux, 
B.A. (Camb.) 
Harvey, Alan Fox, M.A. (Oxon.) 
Harvey, Arthur William Hext 
Haselgrove, Harry Oliff, LL.B. 
(Lond.) 
Haslam, Harold Hargreaves 
Haworth, Harold Stones 
Haworth, Percy 
Gobert William, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 


Hinman, George Ernest 

Hodgson, James William Birkett, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Hollingworth, Dennis 

Hornby, Robert Phipps 

Horsfield, Luke 

Horton, Walter, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Houston, Kenneth D’ Aguilar 

Howard, Sydney Edgar, B.A. 

Howell, William M 
owell, Wi ervyn 

Hulton, Charles Edward 

Humphreys, Edward Howard Percy 

Hurman, William Ritchie Walter 

Jacobs, Hardy Vincent, B.A., LL.B. 

Camb.) 

Jarvis, William Henry 

Jefferies, John William 

Jeffreys, Charles Nicholas Theodore 

Jessop, George 

Johnson, Henry Mayott, B.A,, 
(Oxon.) 

Jones, Albert Emrys 

Kay, William 

Keith, Gerald 

Kennaway, Leonard Mark 

Kershaw, James 

Knight, George Brook 

Lambert, Arthur Elliott 

Lampard, Charles Frank 

Levick, Guy Hamilton Tudway, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Lewin, Frederick LElleker, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Lister, Henry Reid 

Locke, Alfred Leonard 

Lomas- Walker, George Bernard 

Lott, Harry Bucklan 

Loveday, Henry Dodington 

Lovibond, George Francis, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Lustgarten, Joseph 

McConnell, George 

McOraith, Douglas, B.A. (Camb.) 

Maltby, Broug 

Marriott, Richard John 

Marston, Hugh 

Massey, John Henry 

Massey, William 

Mathew, Vincent Arthur 

May, Frank 

Menneer, Reginald Chanter, LL.B. 


Mark Marshall, B.A. 
(Camb.) 


Middleton, James Megoran 
Midgley, James Gledhill 
Miles, Charles Valentine, 
(Uxon.) 
Millar, William Robert 
Miller, Edwin Jackson 
Mitchell, Edmund Bascombe 
Monro, Frederic Robert D'Oyly, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 


B.A. 


B.A. 


Parkin, Inglewood Urban, B.A. 


(Oxon.) 

Parkin, William Longmore, M.A. 
(Glasgow) 

Patrick, John 

Phillips, David White 

Phillips, Erect Thomas Adams, 
LL.B. (Oamb.) 

Pope, George Clement, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Pownall, Walter Herbert 

Pratt, Thomas Ross 

Price, Edmond Long 

Ramsbottom, John Hargreaves 

Rawlins, Hugh Penrose Cardozo 

Aneurin Arthur 

Renton, Cyril William 

Rexworthy, John William 

Rigby, John Tomlison 

Roberts, Richard 

Robinson, Frederick Saville 

Rogers, James Arthur Warrington 

Rose, William 

Row, Edgar Periam 

Russell, Henry Hartley 

Ryland, Thomas Howard, 
(Camb ) 

Sa, Edward Henry Hardwick 

Sampson, Percy Vernon Montagu 

Sanderson, Harry Herbert 

Scott, John Bowey 

Sells, Bertram Duncomb 

Sharman, Hubert Joseph 

Sheers, Thomas Angrave Homer 

Shepherd, Charles Burney 

Shepherd, Leonard 

Smith, Arthur Kirke, B.A. (Camb.) 

Smith, Denis 

Smith, Stanley 

Stacey, James Oliver 

Staniland, Meaburn 

Stapledon, Gerald, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.) 

Stephens, John Herring 

Stevens, Sherard Augustus 

Stiling, William Henry Chedzey 

Stooke- Vaughan, John Salter, B.A. 
(Oxon.) 

Symes, John 

Taylor, James Dewhurst 

Taylor, Sydney 

Thacker, Tnomas William 

Thorneloe, Francis 

Todd, Frederick Gavin 

Trinder, Arnold James 

Tucker, George 

Turing, Alexander Robert 

Underwood, Arthur 

Vergette, Edward Dudley 

Wade, Charles James Aubrey 

Wallace, Charles Redwood Vachell, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Waller, Arthur Horace 

Walters, Walter Morgan 

Walton, Edwia Reginald 

Walton, Robert Graham 

Watson, Julian Arthur Howard 

Watson, Robert 

Westlake, Vincent John 

Wheatcroft, Hubert Ashcombe, 
B.A. (Oxon ) 

White, Ernest John 

Whitfield, Frank 

Whittield, Harold Arthur 

Whittuck, Francis Gerald 


B.A. 


Wild, William Nicholson, B.A. 
ead) 

Wilson, William Henry 

Wood, Joseph Christopher, BA, 


LL.B. (Uamb.) 
Wright, Kdwin Ernest S:anley 
Wright, James Dunckley 
Yates, Edwin 
Yates, Harry 








King’s Bench special and common 
the present sittings after Friday, the 


jury actions will not be taken during 
lst of August next. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. | 





July 19, 1902. 





— ——— 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Henry Gopezrxot, barrister-at-law, who died on the 10th inst., 
was the son of Mr Solomon Henry Godefroi, of London. He graduated 
B.A. and LL B. at the University of London, and was called to the bar in 
1865. He attained a good practice, and was the author of a work on 
Trusts and Trustees, and joint author of a book on the Law of Railway 
Companies ; but retired from practice recently owing to ill-health. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Waurer Hussey Gatrrirn, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a 
Revising Barrister on the South-Eastern Circuit. 


Mr. Arexanper E Pous, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder 
of Newcastle-under-Lyme in the place of Mr. P. F. Evans, deceased. 


Mr. W. Beprorp Guasrer, of 47, Essex-street, Strand, solicitor, has 
been appointed a Commissioner to Keceive Declarations and Affirmations 
and Take Affidavits, and Witness and Attest Execution of Deeds, &c., for 
the High Court of Judicature at Bombay, also to Take Acknowledgments 
of Married Women in London or elsewhere in England and Wales of 
ewrety in the Presidency of Bombay and the Provinces Dependent 

ereon, 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
ADMISSION. 


Mr. Harry Recinatp Lewis, solicitor, of 6, Old Jewry, E C., has taken 
into partnership Mr. Ilurnert Ranon Yoc.xrsias (for many years with 
Messrs. Goldberg, Barrett, & Newall), and the firm will henceforth be 
Mersrs. Lewis & Yglesias. 

DissoLvTions, 2 

Latimer Dariincton ani Txomas Grisert Whint it, solicitors 

(Darlington & Wintle), Bradford and elsewhere. July 1. 


Artutur Epwarp Goopcuttp and Wettestey Tuomas Hammonn, 
solicitors (Goodchild & Hammond), 1, Queen Victoria-street, London. 
June 30. 


James Atton Tucker and James Sipnry Carpenter, solicitors (Tucker 
& Carpenter), 5, Terrace-walk, Bath. July 5. The said James Allon 
Tucker will continue to practise at 5, Terrace-walk, Bath, aforesaid, 
and the said James Sidney Carpenter will practise at 5 and 6, Orange- 
grove, Bath, aforesaid. [ Gazette, July 11. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Caries Frxptay.—Any person who can afford information which leads 
to the discovery of any testamentary papers executed by the late Mr. 
Charles Findlay, accountant, British India Steam Navigation Co., Throg- 
morton-avenue, London, and who resided at Dunaverty, 12, Harold-road, 
Upper Norwood, London, 8.E., will be suitably rewarded by communi- 
cating such information to Messrs. Stuart & Tull, solicitors, 6, Gray’s- 
inn-square, London, or to Andrew McCormick, solicitor, Newton Stewart, 
N.B., agent for deceased’s representatives. 





GENERAL, 


It is announe2d that civil business at the Guildford Assize3, which was to 
have been taken on Monday next, will not be proceeded with before 
Tuesday, and special jury actions will not be heard there before Wednesday 
next. 


In honour of Mr. Walter M. Wilkinson, F.8.A., who has just com- 
pleted forty years’ service as clerk of the Kingston-on-Thames borough 
magistrates, Sir Charles Scotter, J.P., one of the justices, last week 
entertain:d his colleagues and their clerk to dinner at Kingston. The 
mayor, on behalf of the justices, made a presentation of silver to Mr. 
Wilkinson. 


On a certain day, says the Central Law Journal, during a lecture by 
Profesor Knowlton, of the University of Michigan, on criminal law, he 
related, to illustrate a point, the facts in a case in which a defendant 
charged with murder had, in a drunken frenzy, thrown a lamp at his 
mother-in-law. The missile, however, flew wide of the mark, struck the 
man’s wife on the head and killed her. A bright youth on the back seat 
inquired, at the conclusion of the statement .of facts: “ Professor, if the 
Jamp had struck the mother-in-law and killed her, would it have been 
justifiable homicide?” 

On the 15th inst. the First Division of the Court of Session affirmed 
the decision of Lord Low that the late Sir William Cunliffe Brooks had 
not abandoned his English domicil In delivering judgment the Lord 
President said ‘the defenders maintained that reridence was not per se | 
sufficient to bring about or prove a change of domicil, but that it must 
appear upon sufficient evidence that the person whore domicil was in 
question intended to abandon his domicil of origin, and to acquire a 
domicil of choice. There was certainly a long and weighty series of 
decisions in support of this view. It appeared to his lordship that, where 


there were such divided residences as in the caee of Sir William Cunliffe 
Brooks, a heavier onus was cast upon the persons who alleged an abandon- 
ment of domicil of origin than in cases where the person had only one 
residence, 
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Lord Brampton, says a writer in the St. James’s Gazette, must remember 
@ mi iage of justice which occurred before his eyes as he sat on the 
bench at Cardiff Assizes some years ago, and which the judge was power. 
less to avert. A man charged with highway robbery pleaded guilty, and 
it was not until after he had done so that it transpired that his friends 
had instructed counsel to defend him. The plea was thereupon allowed to 
be withdrawn, a course involving a grave question of morals at all times, 
but frequently allowed, and often insisted upon by judges in cases of 
murder. The withdrawal of the plea had the extraordinary effect of 
setting the prisoner free after he had confessed his guilt. After heari 
the evidence the jury returned a verdict of not guilty, and the feelings 
Mr. Justice Hawkins were not to be misunderstood as he reminded the 
jury what they had done and told the governor of the gaol, who appealed 
for mstructions, to let the prisoner go. More recently still a case occ 
at the Worcester City Sessions, in which a prisoner was set free after con: 
fessing his crime. Charged with stealing eight pairs of trousers, the man 
age guilty, but withdrew the plea under the advice of the recorder, 

he evidence shewed that the prisoner was helplessly intoxicated at the 
time of the theft, and on the strength of this fact the jury found him not 
guilty, and he was discharged. 


Mr. Justice Phillimore, says the Times reporter, in the course of his 
charge to the grand jury at Maidstone, said that the calendar was remark- 
able for the number of charges of burglary and robbery with violence 
which it contained. It would perhaps be found, when the cases came to 
be examined, that the persons charged with burglary were old offenders, 
How such persons should be punished was a question which had recently 
attracted considerable attention. Sir Robert Anderson had written several 
interesting articles on the subject since his retirement; and the matter 
had been brought before the judges of the King’s Bench Division by one 
of the oldest, the most experienced, and the most humane of their number, 
The result had been that communications had passed between the Home 
Office and the judges with the view of ascertaining whether it would not 
be possible to devise some new form of detention more or less permanent, 
but slighter in its incidence, than penal servitude by which old offenders 
might be restrained from preying upon the public, It was constantly 
necessary for judges to pass sentence upon prisoners as to whom it was 
certain that when their term of imprisonment was over they would renew 
their old dishonest life. Such unhappy people were the despair of the 
judges, the police, and all reforming agencies. It would be well if, in 
the interests of the public, some scheme such as that which he had indicated 
could be elaborated without undue cruelty. 


‘** Some time ago,’”’ says a correspondent of the Westminster Gazetle, “a 
friend of mine became executor to the estate of a man whose whole life was, 
and had been, apparently, a very pillar of fire as to human rectitude. His 
estate was a large one, and involved many obligations and a few liabilities; 
but after paying the latter off my friend found he had still a large sum 
at his disposal, The deceased had made his fortone by and through the 
honourable practice of an honourable profession. But in the course of 
liquidating certain obligations, my friend the executor came across a 
frequently recurring claim which puzzled him. The explanation of it 
involved the discovery that the testator never had passed his own examina- 
tion in the profession he had practised, but that a clever and unecrupulous 
deputy had gone through the ordeal for him, and that the ‘ frequently 
recurring claim’ had been a lifelong blackmail by the deputy! A 
singular confession was left behind him by the deceased gentleman, and 
a strange suggestion as to the prevention of such episodes. I will give you 
the ipsissima verba of the latter part of the brief document I allude to, 
‘My persecutor tells me that I am not his only source of 
income from a similar reason. He says thatif the candidate had to deposit 
his photograph with his notice of examination, and if such likeness were 
verified, this might prevent it He declares that it occasionally happens 
even now. He adds that no ‘dummy’ would dare to go up twice for 
two different men if a photograph existed of his primary personation.’ 
My friend the executor declares he has good reason for saying (I conclude 
from some interview with the blackmailer) that it is a duty to state the 
facts, as he appears to believe thatsuch incidents are not—even now— 
impossible.” 





| might be 


At the annual dinner of the Incorporated Trade Protection Society of Liver. 
pool, Mr. O. E. Nield, solicitor, in replying to the toast of “‘ The Solicitor,” 
discuseed the question of trusteesbip under deeds of assignment. At 
present no oullbiniins was neceseary for the position of trustee under a 
deed of assignment, no security was required for his honesty and good 
behaviour, and even in the event of any misappropriation of funds or other 
misconduct the procedure for punishing him was so doubtful and 
mysterious that creditors preferred to wipe the debt from their books as 
beyond recovery. Every strategy was used to obtain a trusteeship, but 
the common methods were touting, advertising, special letters plausibly 
suggesting accountants’ assistance without fee or charge; but there was 
one method which must receive the condemnation of every creditor 
interested in any estate. As they were aware, all judgments exceeding 
£10 were registered, and appeared in the weekly Gazette notices, Some 


| firms of so-called accountants make a point of searching that list 


and of writing an exceedingly clever letter to persons whose names 
appear in it. The letter would suggest that the debtor’s difficulty 
only temporary, that the book-keeping might be 
defective, and that if the debtor would give them an opportunity 
of advising him they would be willing to attend at his premises free of 
charge and ussist him with his books, and, if required, assist him also 
financially. Such a letter to a provincial grocer or other trader, probably 
at the time short of money, would be looked upon as a special act of 
Providence and taken advantage of with avidity. Such firms would 
examine the debtor’s books, but instead of assisting him would at once 
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canse ‘aie the debtor to execute a deed of assignment in their favour as 
trustees for creditors. Having deceived the debtor successfully, the 
tactics with the creditors. A statement of 
d which shewed, say, 15s. in the £, and the creditors, believing it to 
correct, became parties to the deed of assignment. It is only when 

they find a difficulty in getting any dividend tbat inquiries are made, with 
the result that the statement of affairs is discovered to be incorrect and 

rated in every asset item. _ they Prong suggest ‘* Action 
for damages for misrepresentation’”’; but the accountant’s answer 
is com Iete: **The debtor supplied’ me with the figures.’ He 
had ost daily complaints from creditors that they could obtain 
neither information nor dividends from trustees under deeds of assignment ; 
and it appeared to him that if the Institute of Chartered Accountants 
could not deal with this state of affairs some rules of procedure should be 
introduced whereby any creditor feeling himself eved might apply 
for assistance to the judge of the county court wi' the district wad 
ihe trustee carried on business. He would further suggest that every 
trustee should be a recognized official of the court, responsible to it for his 
conduct ; that no person should be allowed to accept a trusteeship unless 
he held a county court certificate authorizing him to act in such 2 : 
and that before such certificate be granted he deposit or find security to 
the satisfaction to the court for £100. 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
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Emencency Aprrzat Courr Mr. Justice 
Rora. No. 2. Kexewica. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALE3 OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 22,—Mesars, Desennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Barporwarss, at the Mart, Dy 2: The 
e. ee gd ft ey of the Twyford abbey Estate in the Parishes B> 
and Wembley, having a bold frontage it about 1,800ft. to J. main 
cs Snalng ‘and Sudbury. Solicitors, Messrs. Ravenscroft, Woodward, & Co., 
Lenten. —A Perpetual Fee Farm Rent of £30 per annum. payable out of Bell’s 
Wharf, Greenwich-stree' “ Dowgate, E.C., comprising Wharf, Warehouses, and 
ae the rack-rental value of which’ is about £460 per annum, 42, Goswell- 
road, E. A Freehold Shop and Warehouse Premises; let at £125 per annum. 147 
and ate Ay ‘han: Shop and Hairdressing Rooms, with basement; ® = 
repairing lease at £110 per annum. 148 and 148a, Sloane-street; let on leases at 
[esate 149, Sloane-street: Private Hotel; let at £250 per annum. Bolicitore, 
essrs. Surman & Quekett, London.—Net Improved Grounc-rents, amounting = 
£396 6s. per annum, secured upon acne, shops, -—< Br i a pe 
several —? of et , an hotel, and a beerhouse, situate near H: 
Bisho; mpoeses vale ; held for terms ne Michell, 21 to “6 aon ag hae he 
= ummer, "i808 2 Slit Mesars. and Messrs. Pennington 
Son, London.— : Manor House, Ditton Hill, belt Surbiton and —, 
oan within 1} ay of of Burbiton ss held direct from the Right Hon. the Earl of 
Lovelace for an unexpired term of about 60 years; the adjoining meadow of about 
five acres is also rented from the Earl of Lovelace; a of the whole on 
completion of the pur-hase. (See advertisements, July 5, p 4.) 

July 23.—Messrs, Epwin Fox & Bousri£.p, at the Mart, at 2: ? City of London : Freehold 
Giouncerents of £300, £300, £160, and £216 10s. per ny ee, = early 
and important reversions, exceptionally well secured, and arising f: st- class 

eres § in Great Tower-street, Barbican, Paternoster-row, and Great To Tower-eseet 
tors, Mesers. Gasquet & Metcalfe, London.—Leasehold Investments in Resi- 

dential an and Business Premises, advantageous! ae in established positions at the 
West-end. Held for terms of ory 75} to at moderate ground- 
rents, being on the Portland Estate; let on vorlous ao tenes es at rents amounting to 
= per annum. folicit: re, Messrs, Dan => & Hodgson, and Messrs. 
Caprons, Hitchins, Brabant, class Investments on the 
Portland Extate, with Reversions 0 to greatly increased rentals on the expiry of the 
underleases of the eeveral p the prospect of renewal of the ground leases, 
as is cus with this = Oxtord-street : Many well-known Business Houses. 
ee a nag ae oy Blythe, & Hodgson, and Messrs. Sxgeema, Hitchins, 

Brabant, & Hitchins. London. (See advertisements, oo we, D 

July 23.—Messrs Humpert & Fuint, at the Mart, at Surrey : 18 
Freehold «ites for Residences; they vary from half anacre Fs an acre, and are suita dle 
for a oeunes of & medium class, either for residence or as summer retreats, Solicitors, 

Messrs Maude & Tunnicliffe, London. (See advertisements, July 5, p 3.) 

July 23.—Mr. wu AntuuR Det, at the Mart, at 12.90: Ti xT Finchley (within a few 
minutes’ walk of Woodside Park ion, on the G.N.R.): Freehold Investments, 
one Freehold Ground-rents, amoun' to 9 £84 Ss., secured upon two houses 
and sho) oe, 8 and 14 sa procucing old House and 

and 


vate re 


Shop, let on repairic at £45 per annum; a Residences, all let, 
» eatuteg ae fer en — icitors, Messrs. Edell & Gordon, London. (See 
vertisement y 
July 24.— Messrs. Brimson sons, at the Mart, at 2 :—Crystal Palace :. Freehold Ground- 
rents, with early reversions. Lot 2 pee Ay antum, with reversion in 24 years to 
tack-rents of £150 peranoum., Lut 2 ve pcm annum. with reversion in 26 years to 
£1,150 per annum. Sclicitors, M Russell, London.—. : Lease- 
hold Ground-rents of £87 19s. 11d., on 16 houses; term 
hold Ground-rent of £26 per annum.— Richmond : 
annum, (See advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 
RESULTS OF SALES. 
Beveasions, Lire Pouicizs, &c, 
_, essere, H. BE, Fosran & Cranvikip their usual Zortnheatiy Gale, (ie. Gr. 719) at the 
Interests ces named, 


- : Lease- 
rents Ui 259 per 


hela 
Mat Ee on Thursday last, following 
the total of the tho te sale being £9590 7 


£ 
«» Bold 6,500 


ose ooo ose a) 780 
. ~~ oo ” 1 610 
a C. C, & T Moors sold at the Mart, on n Thursday, a Long Leasehold Residence, 
Richmond-road, Ilford, for £420; a Villa in Grosvenor-road, Ilford. £265; two Pree- 
hola in Earl-street, Stratford, £500 ; six cottages in Wanstead, £570; four houses in 
Tower Hamlets-road, Forest Gate, £390, 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, i~ ll. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitep 1x CHANOERY. 

Asputt Manvuractunine Co, Lae are required, on or before Aug 12, to 

send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr John 
rs nee, Meeks bidgs, Rowbottom sq, Wigan. Graham, Wigan, solor to 
quidator 
Bixyes, Waite, & Co, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, or before Aug 18, to send 
their names and addivsses, and the sentiouions™ of their aebts and = > to Alfred 
pneene anim, 14, Btafford chbrs, Brown st, Manchester. Hill, Manchester, solor 
or liquidator 
Curzon, Rosey, & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding u Ds granted oa * directed to be 
heard July 22. Braby & Macdonald, Arundel st Strand, eolors for the petners. Notice 
Sunes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o' Pelock in the afternoon of 


tes anp CoLoy1aL Paropuce Co, Limrrep—Petn for wiading up, presented July 5, 
directed to be heard J A 22. Stammers, 27 and 28, Basinghall st, solor for the petners. 
Notice rt eppeatn g must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of July 21 
MasHoNALAND CONSOLIDATED Devg.orment Co, Limrrep—Creditors are 
before Aug 19, to —_ a names and addresses, and the particulars of 
. to Kdwi ter, Selborne House, 11, lane 
Tueatee Royat, Ouoaax, Lourzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 23, to send 
their names and ad , and the ticulars of their debts or claims, to Jobn 
Dronsfield, Osborne rd, Oldham. Knott, Oldham, solor to liquidator 


UNLIMITED IN a 
Sratuam Cosy Excuanoz Co—Petn for eg ee A July 8, directed to be 
heard at the Shirchali, Norwich, on July 23, ate ll o’ Norwich, solor 
ay tner Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
e afternoon of July 22 


London Gazette.—Tutsvay, July 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep us CHanoery. 

Cuersrow Quanrgigs SynpicaTe, Lumrep—Creditors are required, on or before = <4 
3°, to send ther names addresses, and the particulars cf their debts or —* 
Harold Sidney Biackborow, Westgate chmbrs, ieapet Mon. Le Brasseur & Bowen, 
Newport, solors to the liquidator 
Coopsr, Coores, & Jonnson, Limirgsp—Creditors are required, on or before aly 25, to 
send their names and arldreases, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Innis Husey, 58, Coleman 
Execrric Lamp Secoseneran Co, Lunrzp—Petn for bw up, ~— July 12, 

directed to be heard July 29. le & e, 40, Chancery In, solors for the 
petners. Notice of appearing must veash the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of July 28 
Feranex Mayvuractunine Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, : n.4 before Aug 39, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Colin 
—e. = 33, Princess st, ee Simpson & Simpson, aie solors for the 


lig 
Groner on ez & Sox, Luurep—Petn for winding up, presented July 11, directed to be 
heard Juiy 29 Braby & onald, 5, pom I st, Strand, solors fer the petuers, 
Notice << appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of July 
Hanwan’s 100 Acres Corporation, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
17, to send their names and addresses, aod the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Frank Tiagle, 110, Cannon st. Mayo & Co, Drapet’s gdvs solors for the liquidator 
Miuuet, BancaLarRi StTeamsuipe Co, Camas (ux _Liguipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before sug 30. to send their names and add:esses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Percy W Straus, 7, Gt Wiachester st 
Norpren Coacnu Co, LimirEp, or Norpgn, NnEAR Rocupace—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 26, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Jcseph Hartley Rudman, Norden. Osborne, Rochdale solor to liquidator 
ne James's Batt Co, Limirap, Licurietp (in Votunrarny Liguipation)—Creditors 
required, on or ee | 25, to send their names and acdress+«, and the particulars 
to Herbert Larkin, St Jcha st, Lichfield Barnes & Son, 
Lichfield, solors to elie Haeldator 
Sourm Eastern Mernorouitay Tsamuways Co, egens Peen me are required, on or 
before July 30, to se.d tueir names and addresses, particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Frederick Horne, Lennox House, Norfolk st, Strona 
Suspurgpan Bivtpostinc anp ApveRtisine Co, Liuurep—Crecitors are required, on of 
before Aug 2%, to send their names and addresses, and the se of f their debts or 
claims, to Samuel Urompton, Greenbank House, Preston 
Waitrxausi Cross Gop Mixine Co, Luutep —Credit d, on or before 
Aug 18, to send their names and addresses, and the seetiedane cf their debts or claims, 
- Charles Phipps Tiatks, 1S, Finsbury circus. Mayo & Co, Draper’s gardens, solors for 
iquidator 


uired, on or 
eir debts or 





County Pauating or Lancaster. 

Saint Anpaews Sreamsuir Co, Limirep -Pe'n for windiog up, yaraeated July ut, & directed 
to be heard before the Court at Manchester July 28. Simpson & Co, Liverpool, solors to 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 5 o’clock in the 
afternoon of July 26 








Wakrnine to Inrenpine House Purcuassrs anp Lssssss.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, even for a short occupation, it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary , ements independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms a5, Veo y to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 
minster.—[Apvr. 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES, 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crarm. 
Gazette.—Faivay, July 11. 
Axvom, Witt1au, Yate, Glos etd 15 ay Chip 
Baker, ALFRED eee, eens 
Baxen, Roserr, Ordeall, Notts ——_ ells, Bast Retford, Notts 
patie Fas — a Many, oe 22 "gabe 18 yo Some st 
x, Sou Ug whridge & ermanbury 
ttl uisasera Sanan T, Dorchester 21 Look « Cy Dorchester 
BEWSHER, A @zonas, and Axys eae” xham Aug 16 Allington & Co, 


W: 
Bowery, or akin, Gx Glam J 











Gieieeeia hess as aanaee: life 56 ove ove 
Shares in Possession and and Reversion of £6,000 and £9,800 oo a 640 





2 
Buows, Guonas, Quaby, 0 Bye ey Aug iP ,-* & Co, Penrith 
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Bucxey, Haysau, Buxton, Derby ae J 8 s —% ‘ , erg rd 
am Sep abnett, Birmingham 
July 31 Broadsmith & Stead, 


Bucxtgzy, Patiznoz, Bramhall, pr Stxckport Aug 2 Richards & Hurst, Manchester 
Tyler, Gracechuich s5 
CuarkE, JANE ‘ ‘HATFEILD, Newport, of W Augi9 Clarke, Bucklersbury 


Brows, Hanziet, Sparkbrook, Birming' I 

Buoxitry, Jonny Woo.irey, Manchester, Auctioneer 
Manchester 

Criarkt. Emity, Wanstead, Essex Aug 18 


Copparp, €11zA Dover Aug 23 Lewis & Pain, Dover 


Crorron, Sornir, Burley in Wharfedale, Yoris ~~ 25 Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford 
ingston on Thames 

Davis. CoarLes TuEorsitus Cuapman, Glossop Derby Augi5 Farrington, Manchester 

Aug 28 Robisson & Co, Coleman st 

Duck, Evizapetu Amevia. Ringwood, Southampton Sept 3 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

aug 9 Gibson & Oo, Portugal st bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 


Curry, Janz. Kingston on Thames Augi6 Fox. 
Dowpen, Emma, Wendover, Hucks 
eg James, Kew Gardens 


Dyson, 
Nichoias In 


Earon, Lovisi, Chichester Aug16 Holmes & Co, Chichester 

Aug9 Ewen, Queen’s gate, Rentogee 
emsley & Co, Albany courtyard, Piccadilly 
Gravon, Mary, Berwick upon Tweed Aug5 Sanderson & Weatherhead, Berwick upon 


Ewen, Rey Epwanp, King’s Lynn 
Goopson. Tuomas, Mitcham Aug 30 


Tweed 


Haweiys, Many Anx, Gainsborough Augi Hayes & Son, Gainsborough 
Heppinc, Grorce, Sawaton, Cambridge, Paper Manufacturer Aug 11 


Cambrid 
Howanrp, Epwarp, Wigan Aug 30 Barlow, Wigan 


Jounson, Janz, Choriton on Medlock, Manchester July 26 Lancashire & Humphreys, 


Manchester 


Latcurorp, Faxxy, Macclesfield Augi2 Sheldon & Co, Macclesfield 
Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 
Linvor, Jaxx, Barthomley, Chester Aug 23 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach, Cheshire 
Masow, Marrua, Leominster Oct1 Lilanwarne, Hereford 

Maruews, Jemima, Wiachester Augié Scotney & shentons, Winchester 


Lewis, Grorce, Batheaston, nr Bath Sept 1 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.x—Fnivay, July 11, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Acyew, ALExAypER, Belp2r, Derby, Coal Merchant 
Derby VetJuly7 Ord July7 

Barryz, Tuomas, Walsall, Carpenter Walsall Pet July 4 
Ord July 4 


Bupp, Cartes, St Mary Church, Devon, Traveller 
Exeter Pet July7 Ord July7 . 
Burcai.., Samver, Kingswood, Glos, Boot Dealer Bristol 
Pet Jaiy8 Ord July 8 : 

CanvesuiLL, Davin, Sunderland, Joiner Sunderland Pet 
July8 Ord Jaly8 : i 

Cuivers, Tuomas Jouy, Southville, Bristol, Builder’s 
Foreman Bristol PetJuly7 Ord July7 

C.anco, Cuantes Henny, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet 
July9 Ord July 9 

Ciaytox, @zonas, Scarborough, Stationer Scarborough 
PetJuy8 OrdJuly 8 

Cossom, Joun Ricuazp, West Malling, Kent, Corn Merch- 
art Maidstoae Pet June 25 Ord July 9 

CnrickeTT, CHABLEs, Margate, Restaurant Pxoprietor 
Canterbury Pet June 2i Ord July 5 : 

Oxuutrrypen, Faeperick Joun, Brighton, Saddler Brighton 
Pet July 8 Ord Jaly8 

Dare, Gzuorcz Binsivr, Cheltenham, Timber Merchant 
Cheltenham Pet Juiy8 Ord Juiy8 

Davey, Antuur, Bedford, Farmer Bedford Pet June 9 
Ord July 8 

pE Fatsg, “art Vicanr. Peaywern rd, Earl’s Court 

igh Court PetJunei7 Ord July 8 

Epwonps. Bens amin, Harwich, Stationer Colchester Tet 
July9 Orda July 9 : 

Feasxy, Wititiam Joszvn, Leamington, Spa, Car Pro- 

tor Warwick PetJuly8 Ord July 8 

Fioyp Carnenins, Rhondda Va'ley, Boot Vealer Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 7 Ord July7 

Fostar, Jous, and Tnomas Fosyrer, Willenhall, Staffs 

k manufacturers Wolverhampton Pet July 9 

Ord July 9 

Givns, Banotp Epwis, Nottingham, Professor of Music 
Notiinghsm PetJuneiO Od July 5 

Hearty, W111am, Leicester, Grocer Leicester 
7 Ord July 7 

Hovvanp, Grorce, and Tuomas May Srooxzs, Gt Grimsby, 
Wood Turners GtGrimsby Pet Julys Ord July § 

Jeavons, Davin, Brownhills, Staffs, Grocer Waisali 
Pet July4 Ord July 4 

Jonzs, Saucer, Deby, Fish Dealer Derby Tet July 9 
Oid Jaly # 

Kxiocut, Manx, Walsall, Bearhoure Keeper Walsall 
July 4 Ord July 4 

Lixpury, Ricuarp, Ali Saints, Liacs,Grocer Boston Pet 
dJuy9 Ord July 9 

Mar.ow, Hesny + waries, Walgall, Collar Maker Pet 
July 7 Ord July7 

Mitwaxp, Rosert Harpina, and Jonny Henzay Mitwarp, 
Birmingham, Solicitors Bumingham PetJuly8 Ord 
July 8 

Monrcas, Davin, Carnarvon, Fruiterer’s Assistant Bangor 
Pet July 9 Ord July 9 

Newnick, Apsanam Rowe, Liverpool, Clothier 
Pet July9 Ord July 9 

Ocuwis, Epwaro S1onzy, Frome, 
Frome PetJuly9 Ocd July 9 


Pet July 


Vet 


Liverpool 


Oxtosy, AnTuur, Kingston on Mull, Grocer Kingston on | 


Hull PetJaly7 O:d July 7 
Panmixtenx, Haney, Blackheath, Solicitor’s Clerk Green- 
weh PetJune 12 Ord July § 


osEerH Lovygpay, Clanricarde gdns, Bayswater Sept 10 


| SHELDON, GzorcE, jun, Oldbury, Worcester West Brom- ; 


Manchester 


‘ord row 


Camborne 
Hossack & Simmonds, 


Holben, 


Lincoln’s inn 





Linco! 








wich Pet July 4 Ord July 4 


| Surycspy, ALYRED, Gt Grimsby, Draper Gt Grimsby Pet 


| Suguton, WiLLiam Frank, 


Hotel Proprietor | 


Penvizsv2y, Jonxs Henny, Beswick, Manchester, Draper 


Manchester Pet Juiy9 Od July 9 

Bien. Frevenicx Jony, Southville, 
Assistant ‘iistol Pet July9 Ord Juiyy 

Ricuanps, Atsest More Oxtanvo, Strand High Court 
Pet May 22 Ord oy 9 

Rosins, Nicuotas Wade 
Zraro PetJuly7 Ord July7 


Ryvz, Benxzy, Bartow in Furness, Biicklayer Barrow in Wittiams & Co, Lower viapton rd, Confectioners July 21 | 


Furness Pet my be Ord July 8 
Beviaz, Evizapers, 
Pet duly9 Ord July 9 


ridge, Cornwall, Granite Mason | 


Bristol, Grocer’s | 


| 


oss Bide, nr Manchester Manchester | Wintiamson, James, 


Jaly 7 Ord July7 


Power, SamveL Epaas, Brighton, Dentist Aug Brig! 
Rocersoy, Mary Evizaseta, Northwch Augll A & J & Fietcher, Northwich 
RosamM, AvuGUSTE HeygreTTA Puuuaprine Franciska, Vienna Aug 12 Gribble & Co, 


Rosewarne. Roszvean, Gwynear, Cornwall, Yeoman Aug 11 


Wes, Betsey, Kingston on Thames Aug 
‘Wanas, Sane Wiuiam, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer Sept 12 Bennett & Ironside, 


| 


Taycor, AtperT Stuart, Cheltenham, Draper Cheltenham | 


Pet July 5 Ord Juty5 
VocororovLtos, Joun CoNsraNTINE, 
Shipping Mlerchant Manchester 
al 


Athens, Greece, 


Pet June 2) Ord | 


| Bupp, Cuaries, 8t 


Jaly7 | 
Wiitiams, Davip Epwarp, Mountain Ash, Draper Aber- | 
rd July 9 


dare Pet July 4 y 7 
Wixtiams & Co, Lower Clapton rd, Confectioners High 
Comt Pet June30 Ord July7 
Woop, James, Denstone, nr Uttoxeter, Carpenter Stoke 
upon Trent Pet July8 Ord July 8 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of July 1: 


Eusvica, Ei1as, Southport, General Merchant Manchester 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Buor, Cuan_es, 8t Mary Church, Devon, Traveller July 31 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Corrse.., Amy, Bilston, Staffs, vice Victualler July 
2iatli Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

De Fase, Cart Vicant, Penywern rd, Earl’s Court 
July 22ati11 Bansraptey bldgs, Carey st 

Fiercuzr, Evten, Southsea, Mineral W. 
July 18 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Grove, Wituiam, Bishopstone, Glam July 25 at 12 Ott 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 wamsea 

Havss, Hesrey Skinner, Penarth, Glam, Grocer July 18 
atll Of Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Heaty, Wittiamu, Leicester, Grocer July 18 at 1230 Off 
Ree, 1, serridge st, Leicester 

Hinp, WiLt1Am Norminarton, Carleton, nr Skipton, Painter 
Ju'y18atil Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Hunparp, Heney, Gt Grimeby July 18 at1l Off Rec, 15, 
Osporne st, Gt sage 

Jackson, 8, Eigin av, Maida Vale July 22 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lewis. Evan, Maesycwmmer, Licensed Victualler July 18 
at 11.380 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Moa 

McCut.oca, Coury Jouy, Gt Winchesterst July 21 at 2 39 
Bankruptvy bidgs, Carey st 

Matcoim, ALEXANDER, Tunbridge Wells, Cabinet Maker 
~*~ lat230 M C J Parris, 65, High at, Tuabridge 

ells 

Meeps, Axtous Huan, Boston, Cycle Maker July 24 at 

12.16 Off Rec, 4, and 6, West st, Boston 





Meuina, Jzssz, Southport Augi2 J & W Balshaw, Bolte. 
Moats, Szptimus Ricuarp, L 

Ness Wriiam, Kingston upon Hull 
O’CosnELt, Rev THomas, Gol! 
Orean, Harniet, Bath Auglé Stone & Co, Bath 

Orrin, Joszru, Leyton, Essex, Bookbiader Augi Rawlinson, New Broad st 
Porrsr, Wituiam, Stretford, nr Manchester, General Carrier 


3 Aug6 Walker, Lincoln’s inn fields 
ept 1 Meek, Kiagston upon Hull 
borne, Laces Aug 5 Unsworth, Warrington 


Aug 22 Hildite, 


1 Goodman, ‘hton 


Daniel & Thomas, 


Simeson, Witt1am, Brockley Aug10 Fraser, Dean st, Soho sq : ; 
Smrru, Joun Poiuarp, East Dulwich, Builder Augii Anthony, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Smita, Tuomas, Whaley Bridge, Chester AugS May & Son, sfleld 

Srentes, ser Joun Scort Exuis, Wilshaw Meltham, Yorks Aug 265 Fisher, Hudden. 


e' 

Sriti, Fanny Patmues, Dmiaster, 

Sreay, Maria, Hove Aug 21 ‘ 8q 

Wasegouen. sae Hurdafield within Macclesfield, Silk Weaver Auz 12 Sheldon & Co, 
Mac 


Wa —, b Saeed Hutton in the Forest, Cumberland, Yeoman Aug7 Arnizon & (, 
enril : 


accle 


Somerset July 23 Walter, Ilminster 
Dixon & Hunt, Gray’s inn 


5 Marsh & Co, Kingston on Thames 


cester ° 
Woopnroor rez, Gzorce Tuomas, New sq, Lincoln’s inn SeptS Burgess & Co, New au, 
Wesvacers, oad Evizasetu, Weybridge Sept 8 Burgess & Co, New my, 
’s 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Agnew, ALExanpeER, Belper, Derby, Coal Merchant Derby 
Pet June7 Ord July 7 

Barrys, Tuomas, Walsall, Stafford, Carpenter Walsall 
Pet Juy4 Ord July4 

Mary Church, Devon, Traveller 

Exeter Pet July7 Ord July7 

CakvgseHiLL, Davin, Sunderland, Joiner Sunderland Pe 
July8 Ord July 8 

Caswk.L, Bervert, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrouh 
Pet June 25 Ord Jaly 9 

Caivers, Tuomas Joun, Southville, Bristol, Builder's 
Foreman Brietol Pet July7 Ord July7 

Cuarco, CHantes Heney, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet 
July9 Ord July 9 

CLayton, Gores, Scarborough, Stationer Scarborough 
Pet July 8 Ord July8 

CrurrenvEN, Freperick Joun, Brighton, Saddler Brighton 
Pet Juiy8 Ord July 8 


| Daze, Grorce Birstur, Cheltenham, Timber Merchant 


ater Manufacturer 


Peck, Wittisam Northampton, Boot Dealer July 19 at 


11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Rive way, Ernest Joun, Northampton, Carrier July 21 
at3 Off Rec, Briage st, Northampton 


| Oxrosy, Arrave, Ki 


Rosiys, Nicnovas, Wadebridge, Corawali, Granits Masoa | 


July 23 at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Sayweit, Henny Caapves, Cardiff, Baker July 21 at1l 
117, St Mary's st, Cardiff 

Gronez, Walton on Thames, Baker July 18 at 

11.80 24, Railway app, Londoa Bridge 


July 18 at1i30 Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimsby 
Surrvisetos, WattTes Sipney, Gt Portland st, Licensed 
Vi taaller July 2lat11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 
Simmons, Psroy, King John st, ad, Uab Proprietor 

July 18atill Bankruptcy bidaga, jarey at 
Taicx, Tuomas Witi1amM, Swansea, Victualler 
July 25 at 12,20 Off Kec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swausea 
usweR, WiLLiaM CuAa_es, Swangea, Saw Mill Proprietor 
July 23at216 Off Rec. 31, Alexandra rd, Swausea 
uyveon, Arruus, Blandford rd, Chiswick. 
_ duly 18ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs. Carey st 
VocororouLos, Joan Coxsranrine, Athens, Greece, Ship- 
ping Merchant July 18 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
fanchester 


Wurrenkap, Haury, Rochester, Licensed Victualler July 
21 at 11.30 116, High st, Rochester 
at12 Baghousney Ses Carey st 


2iat12 Off Reco, a et, Liverpool 


Botteeford Lincs, Farmer 


» Merchant | 


| TrisTRAM, 


Cheltenham PetJuly8 Ord July 8 

Evans, Gzorce, Birmingham, Tobacconist Birminghwm 
Pet Juve 80 Ord Jaly8 

Feasy, Wituiam Joszrn, Leamington Spa, Warwick, Car 
Proprietor Warwick Pet July8 Ocd July 8 

Fosres, Jouy, and Tuomas Fostzs, Willenhall, Staffs, 
Lock Mauufacturers Wolverhampton Pet July 9 
Ord July 9 

Gairrin, Jony. Southport, Florist Liverpool Pet May® 
Ord July 8 

| WicuiAm, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet July? 


July 7 

Hoyianp, Georcz, and Tomas May Srooxus, @ 
Grimsby, Wood Turners Gt Grimsby ret Jaly 8 
Ord July 8 

Jeavons, Daviv, Brownhills, Staffs, Grocer Walsall Pe 
July 4 July 4 

Jones, Samvuet, Derby, Fish Dealer Derby Pet July 9 
Ord July 9 

Linpury, Ricnarp, All Saints, Lincs, Grocer Boston Pé 
July9 Ord July 9 

Man.ow. Henry Curves, Walsall, Collar Maker Walsall 
Pet July7 Ord July7 

Mitwarp, Ropert Hagpine, and Jounn Henny Mitwapo, 
Birmingham, Solicitors Birmingham Pet July 8 
Ord July 9 ; 

Morean, Davin, Carnarvon, Fruiterer’s Assistant Bangor 
Pet July9 Ord July 9 

Newnick, Abgauam Rowe, Liverpool, Clothier Liverpool 
Pet July9 Ord July 9 


Nitz, J M. Plymouth, Painter Piymouth Pet May li | 
Ord July 8 


Oasugyx, Epwagp Sipyev, Frome, Hotel Proprietor Frome 
Pet July 9 Ord July 9 i 

ton upon Hull, Grocer Kingston 
upon Hull PetJuly7 Ord July7 

Riou, Frepeaicok Jouyx, Southville, Bristol, Grocer's 
Assistant Bristol Pet July 9 Ord July 9 


| Rosins, Nicnotas, Wadebridge, Cornwall, Granite Masoa 


Truro Pet July 7 Ord July7 

Rypz, Hesry, Barrow in Furness, Bricklayer Barrow ia 
Furnees Pet July8 Ora July8 

Bevuar, Evizaseru, Moss Side, nr Manchester M anchester 
Pet July9 Ord July 9 

SLINnGsBY, ALFEED, Gt Geimsby, Draper Gt Grimsby Pet 
July 7 Ord July 7 i 

Sranse_t, Witu1am Epwin Joszrn, Brighton Brighton 


Ord July 7 
Tayios, ALBERT Stuart, Cheltenham, Draper Cheltenham 


Pet July5 Ord July 5 
Sydenham, ‘Tailor 
reenwich 


SAAC JAMES ARTHUR, 
Pet July2 Ord July 8 

Witty, Heasent WaAuiAcs, Bradford, Wool Merchant 
Bradford Pet Jane 13 Ord June 7 

Wi.sos, Huan Aprnuurn Veytyon, Mark lo, Merchan 
High Court Pet June 23 Ord July 8 

Woon, Jamus, Denstone, nr Uttoxeter, Statfs, Carpen 
Stoke upon Trent Pet July 8 Ord July8 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 

Londoa Gazette of July 1 : 





th, 
O«d June 25 


rerp2ol, Provision Merchant July Eus.icu, Bu1as, Southport, General Merchant Manchestet 
35, Victori Pet June 28 





July 19, 1902, : 


PROP Shee | PSEBSTH IO LEE RH oes eho I 





1902, 


——== 





’s inn fields 





at 

‘2 Hilditeh, 
1 Wich 
ribble & Qo, 
& Thomas, 


inn fields 
er, Hudden. 
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y 
all, Staffs, 
et July 9 


et May® 
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0KES, GH 


vet Jaly 8 
alsall Pet 
Pet July 9 
joston Pet 
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London Gasette.—Turspay, July 165. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Beazer, Frank, Bath, Haulier Bath Pet July 12 Ord 
July 12 
y, Jacos Grorcz, Stockbridge, Southampton, 
* Bamee er Southampton Pet July 12 Ord 
w 


BexxeTt. SterHex, Winford, Somerset, Farmer Bristol 
Pet July 1i or July 11 
pone & Sons, Lydford, Devon, Builders Plymouth Pet 
July 1 Ord July 10 
BaeweER, THOMAS — Preston, Builder Preston Pet 


Jaly 12 Ord Jul 
BuyT1NG, bie = antes, + eae Agent King’s 
Laas Fes July Cota 2 aun aguas Wich 
REDEBICK, 
Cavfeurt Pet July 11 Ord J 


‘ON, ere ge Harry Stoke, | wich I, ich Pot | 
OiaxT "s Ord July 11 ’ Ips pawi | 


July 1 
we... 4.-§ Prepesicx, Ba 
Sewing 


yewater Moun’ 
chine Canvasser Leeds Pet yaly 10 
July 10 


Dickson, Raynes Waite, Queen Victoria st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Juae 25 Ord July 1t 
Fettows, Frepericx, Rdbourne, Herts, Dealer 8t 
Albans Pet Julyil Ord July 11 
Frew, ALexanpER McCie.tian, Oambridge, Draper | 
Cambridge Pet June 20 OrdJuly 11 
@room, Witt14m Francis, Walsall, Saddle Tree Maker 
Walsall Pet July1i Ord July 11 


Gites, Bae, Walsall, Plamber Walsall Pet July 
Maveanavat, Boneer, Zee, Butcher Preston Pet 
July 12 Ord July 12 


Ho.srow, bry Bristol, Surveyor Bristol Pet July 


10 OraJd 
acre Fmt _ st, Cigar Merchant 


Gracechurch st, 
h Court Pet July 10 Ord 8) 10 


Lior, Srtaye Ty Pet uly 8. Tydfil, Labourer 


Me 
Ma ALF zn, 18 Ord July 8 rchatt High 
f.~ 4 RED 
Court Pet May 18 On saly 12 4 
Moysry, James Dimonp, Blackheath, Kent Greenwich 
Pet July 1 Ord Juty 11 
peageuen” Witttam Henry, Bradford, Photographer 
Bradford Pe: July 11 Ord July 11 
Pearse, Pamir Buteut, K' ingens, Dev ‘on, Licensed 
Victualler Plymouh Pet at July 1 Ord Taly 10 
Perry, Freperick James, pane Hill, Staffs, Faraiture 
Dealer Stourbriige Ord July 9 
a > - oh Liandudno, Draper Bangor Pet July 1 


Rovustowe, RicHarD 1 eae, Painter Nottingham 





Pet Juiy 10 Ord Taly 10 

me + ~ Franors, Adelphi ter, Strand High Court 
Pet June2 Ord July 10 

| SPRAGUE. Jas ‘AMES Freperiox, Orediton, Boot Manufacturer 

- emmy | rng Sa peo Fen 12 - onan 
omas, Grtsert Wiiuiam Epwarp, Northwich, 

| Dealer Crewe Pet July 9 Ord July 9 


Taomrpsow, Magcentus, Grange over Sands, Lancs, Con- 
tractor Betrow ia Parnes Pat Jaly 1! Ord Jaly it 


Ussr. C6. tome James st, Golden sq High Court Pet 
Junoe6é Ord July 10 

Wasp, Esenezer Witt, Leicester, Boot Manufa sturer 
Leicester Pet Ju'y 10 Ord July ‘0 

a <1 Crookes, Sheffield Sheffield Pet July 12 


WHOLTox, n. Lsicester, Shoe Clicker Lsicester 
Pet Tue te 12. "Ord ‘july 12 


Wicurmayx, James. Wind Mill, nr Silloth, Cumberland, 

Commusion Agent Carlisle Pet July 12 Ord July 12 

—— Eric Cuasces, Bethill on Sea, Pro- 
Hastings Pet J - Ord July it 


wala. Joux, Ashford, Kent, General Warehouse- 
mao Canterbury Say at Ord July 11 
Waseusame. 0 C, onl Seat ‘otor Car Dealer High 
ca Jak y +. 


ae yt substituted i ~\ yo in the 
L ndon Gazette of June 13 : 
Firr, James Hittumay, Sutton, Surrey, Bu'lder Croydon 
Pet april 19 Ord June 6 
FIRST MEBTINGS. 
—-~ GroRGE by 4 St Mary, [ae Farmer 
July 22at1 The Castle Hotel, Taun' 
Boram, Joux Watrox, Old Pelton, “Darbem, Builder 





July 22 at1.45 Th ee Tuns Hotel, Du 


































ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.E., 
NEEDS HELP. 


J. @ WAINWRIGHT, 


FIRM of Solicitors in London Require 
an experienced Managing Clerk to attend to Par- 
lismentary and Common Law work; a gentleman with 
some pas My agen a of advocacy pa os Ry a@ good salary 
be paid to a really competent man.— y 3 with 
Peril to X., care of Waterlow Brothers 
Limited), Birchin-lane, E.0, 


Treasurer. 








WANTED, Copies of the ‘‘ Solicitor’s 
Journal,” No, 30, Vol. 45, dated May 25, 1901; 6d. 
ote f Pe be paid for same at the Office, 27, Chancery- 





(CAPITAL City Offices to be Let, from £80 
to €40.—Szar_e & Haves, Paternoster House, E.C, 





SOLICITORS, Mortgages, Tras Srustons, and 
erally of Freehold or Leasehold Properties 


for Sale in icin Tawa or Commies oon find an immediate pur- 


——_ particulars to Retirep, 43, Pyrland- 
Toad, —— Condition as to repair immaterial. 
Being actual purchaser, no commission required. 





Be one ot te SQUARE, BLOOMSBURY.— 

One of these fine old Family Mansions to ah we oo on 
long Lease as a professional residence ; admirabl 

for Solicitors, being within a few minutes’ ot "ihe 

Law Courts and Lancoln’s-inn-fields.— For terms apply to 

James W. Coanr, Auctioneer, 118, Southampton-row, W.C. 


TFOOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
9 am. until sunset, sion 1s Mondays, 

Children always 6d. Among the recent additions is a += 

Mountain Goat in full winter dress. 








SSTABLISHED 1851. 
BIRKBECK BANK, 
CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 
2” | on the minimum monthly balances, 
, yA 
DEPOSIT ACOOUNTS. 
23 t, on Deposits, repayable on demand. 4°) 
0 


Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, w.c.” 
when not drawn below £100, 
STOCKS AND SHARES. 


Stocks and Shares and sold for customers. 
BIRKBEOK AL Ar Ae with full particulars, 
post-tree, FRANCIS BR’. VENSOROFT, Manager, 


Telephone No. 6 Hotsonn 
Telegraphic Address: ** Binxexcx, Loxpox.” 


HILL'S nee Bd, 
BADMINTON ‘=.= 1s. 
(LATAKIA) oat ne 95 
Me, MIXTURE. sa oi 
STRRO sso, HILL'S IMPERIAL CIGARETTES, ™ As, 
Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE AND SON 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


ROBE 
MAKERS. 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS 


To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makess to the Lesd Chancellor and Suiges 


ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VELVET. 


Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Olerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


COURT 
TAILORS. 








BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Acts on the 
supplied 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare CeRriricatss, eon me on &o., ved and 
printed. Orriciat Sxas designed an ae. 


Solicitora’ Account pe my 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
4, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE 5s. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Francis J. Greey, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- Law. 


LUNDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 

ENRY GREEN, Advertisement 








The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


(J ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LI 


» 25 1, LONDON, 8.W. 


(ReMovED FRom 5 
Established 1836, and out te Special Act of 
Reversions 


further empo 
Petlinment, 14 & 18 Viet. c. 190. 
Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or for deferred 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1885. OAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Detunds in Lente & 
perty or efter Seems wnt a Sa 


Intron Loses my be Captain | 
¥F. H. CLAYTON, >| ecnvtnnten. 








THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Esrastisazpy 1828), 


The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arma-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 











CHAIRMAN : 
Sin HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Baszr., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 


to Purchase, Build, or 


| 
| 


Prompt and Liberal 








Im or Copyhold Property. 
Tnterest for Loana Beduced to 4} per Cent. 
Depaite ressived ot 2, 3 : 4 td eel 
b . per 
Prospectus free 


| FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


painrers, “ME 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pasuamentany Bitis, Minutes or Evipsxoz, Booxs oF 
Rererence, STaTEmeENts OF Ciaim, Answers, &c., &0. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER 








NORWICH STREET, PEITER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 
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Bryay, fF aay lhe rpg hee Dar, Labourer July 22 at 11 


aman SamvuEL, Eda A Glos, Boot Dealer July 23 
at 1130 Off Rec, 26. Baldwin st, Bristol 

CaswELl, ee. Middlesbrough, Grocer July 25 at 
12.30 Off iddlesb: 


Albert rd, ro! 
Cave, gg eee South Ham Silk Agent July 24 
atl 
Lender July 
in 


2 Bankruptcy bldgs Carey st 
Furness, Money 
16, Comawallis st, Barrow 


Cuarces, Louis, Barrow in 
25 at 1130 Off Rec, 
Furness 

Cuivers, Tomas Joun, Southville, Bristol. Builder’s 
ae July 23 at 11 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


Cossom, Joun Ricuagp, West Malling, Kent, Corn Mer- 
chant July 80at11 Off Ren, 9, King st, Maidstone 

CaicxetT, Cuanues, Margate, Restaurant Proprietor July | 
Mat 930 Off Rec, 65, Castle st, Canterbury 

Darties, Witi1am Epwarp, Dover, Biman July 24 at 9 | 
68, Castle st, Canterbury | 

Daw, Cuan.es Francis, Moseley, Commission Agent July 
23.at11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham | 

Dawes, James Antuvur, Barrow in Furness, Compositor 
July 26 at 10.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in | 





| 


| YARNOLD, ALFRED, Aston, Builder July 24 at 11 174, | 


Rich, Frepzrick Jouy, Southville. Bristol. Grocer’s | Hancneaves, Roper, Preston, Butcher Preston Pet July 
Assistant July 28 at 11.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 12 Ord July 12 
Bris‘ol Hoceert, Poawees atete, Seeamatoe, Butcher High 
Rypz, Henry, Barrow in Furness, Bricklayer Juty 25 at Court Pet June4 Ord July 
11 Off Reo, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness Howsrow, Yopy Bristol, Ronee Bristol Pet July 
Seviar, Evizapets, Moss side. nr Manchester July 23 at | 10 Ord July 11 
230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester | Lampart, Coantes EK, Biighton, Livery Stable Keeper 
Suort, Gerores, Allendale Towa, Northumberland, Brighton Ord July 10 
Fruiterer July = at 1130 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, | | Lanowr, Davin, oy Laundry Proprietor Cardiff Pet 
Newcastle on Juvel0 Ord Ju'y 
Gomes ARTHUB Dax Kettering, Eogineer July 22 at | | Luoxp, Samvugu, Mdertaye ee, Labourer Merthyr Tydfil 
1230 Off Rec, Bridge * Northampton Pet July9 Ord Ju'y 
Teaszy, Wit1iAu Josep, L’ no Spa, Car Proprietor | Matcotm, ALEXANDER, Trunbridze Welis, Cabinet Maker 
July 22 at 12.30 Off Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coventry Tunbridge Wells Pet June25 Ord July il 
Tow.e, WitiiAM Harrison, New Cross, Schoo!master | Morris, Wittiam, Gilfachwen, Brechfa, Carmarthen, 
July 23 at 12.30 24, Railway app. London B Farmer High Court Pet Mav 20 Ord Ju’ y8 
ry Isaac JAMES ARTHUR, Sydenham, alr July | | PaBKINsoN, Wittiam Heney. Bradford, Photographer 
at 11.30 24, Railway app. London Bradford Pet July1t Ord July 11 
Warmane, GrorcE, Kingston upon Hull, Builder July | Pearsz, Puitie Buicut, Kingsbridge, Devon, Licensed 
gati130 Off Rec, Trioity House In, Hull Vistualler Plymouth Pet July10 Ord July 10 
Warp, Esenezer Witw1am, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer | | Peck, Wii114m, Northampton, Boot Dealer Northampton 
July 23 at 12,30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester Pet May 29 Ord July 10 
Woot.ry, Sanaug, and Perzr Woon. Lindale Hill, nr | Powzr, Witt J, Somsaton, Wine Dealer Coventry 
Wakefield, Colliery Proprietors July 23 at 11 Off | PetJuly9 Ord Ju yb 
Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield Boutstone, Ricnarp Nottingham, Painter Nottingham 
Pet July 10 Ord July 10 





Furness 

Dicxsox, Rayyes Waite, Queen Victoria st, Solicit 
July 25at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 

a Exias, Tee ag General Merchant July 28 at | 

Off Rec, —_- st, Manchester | 

Bian. GrorcE, oe Tobacconist July 24 at 12 | 
174, Corporation st, 

Hosery, WitiiaM any Sebine, Builder July 24 at | 

11.30 24, tailway app, London Bridge 

Hotsrow, i Bristol, _sowees July 23 at 1230 | 
Off 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 

Hort, Wruax, Greenstreet, Kent, Grocer July 24 at 12 | 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Swe mg 

Lamont, Davin, Cardiff, La pretor July 22 at 
11 117, 8t Mary st. "cneait 

Linpey, np All Sainte’, Lincs, Grocer July 24 at 
12.30 Off Rec. 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Lovsz, Roseat L, Redhill, So) feitor July 24 at 12.30 24, 
Railway app, London B: 

Ocsury, are Sipyey. Fase, Hotel Proprietor July | 
24 at 12 Hotel, Ma)ket pl, Frome 

Oxtosy, j By Kingston upon Hull, Grocer July 22 at | 
ll ‘Of B ec, Trinity House 2 a 

Parkes, WIi.iam, th, my Seen July 23 at | 

ll Off 199, Wancdieenten ch 


y 
Pznpiesury, Jonn Henny, Beswick, Mancbenee, Draper | Froyp, CaTHERINE, Rhondda 


July 23 at 330 Off Rec, rom sty, —— 


Powsr, Wittiam J, Nuneaton, Wine Dealer July 22 at | 
1130 Off Reo, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 


st, Birmingham Suervincton, Wa.Tee Sipvey, Gt Portland st, Licensed 
ADJUDICATIONS. | Victualler High Court Pet June4 Ord July 10 


: | Simmons, Kiog John st. Mile ag] Cab Proprietor 
Reegse, Fs Frank, Bath, Haulier Bath PetJuly12 Ord | High Co 


Pet June 18 Ord July 10 
Simmons, adh. CoLLagp, “FT Kent, Builder 
NDRY, * op Gezorce, Stockbridge, Southam Canterbury Pet Junel10 Ord July 9 
Harness Maker Southampton Pet July 12 Pond | | SpRacus, James Frepenrick, Creditoa, Boot Manufacturer 
uly 1 Exeter Pet July 10 Ord July 12 
 ——— STEPHEN, ee. Somerset, Farmer Bristol | | sone Mary, Liverpool, Boot Dealer Liverpool Pet 
t Julyi1i Ord July 1 May 28 Ord July 11 
re. Tuomas Henry, ’ Builder Preston Pet | Whawan. Grorce, Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
July 12 Ord July 12] Kingston upon Gull Pet June 19 Ord July 11 
CLaxtToy, REGINALD as Stoke, Ipswich Ipswich Pet | Wasp, Esewezer Wriitiam, Liecester, Boot Manufacturer 
July11 Ord July 11 Leicester Pet July 10 Ord July 10 
Cossom, Joun Ricuagp, Wast Malling, Kent, Corn | Wanrcopr, I eames Sheffield Sheffield Pet July 12 Ord 
Merchant Maidstone Pet ‘o>: Ord July 10 July 12 
Cow isHaw, Freprrick, Leeds, Sewing a Can- | Warts, Epwazp, Blomfield rd, Regt s Bush High 
vasser Leeds Pet July 10 ‘ond July 10 Court Pet March5 Ord J uly 
Cox, Bexsamin Stuzox, and Joszpx Cox, Dudley Port, Wurtz, Grorce JAMEs, Wimbledon Kings‘on, Surrey 
Tipton, Builders Dudley Pet May 28 Ord Julyil | Pet June 18 Ord July 10 
Davey, jae By Bedford, Farmer Bedford Pet June 9 | Wuouiron, Sytvesres, paeeetm, Shoe Ciicker Leicester 
Ord J = Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Fistcuer, Exvuey. Routione, nent Le nal Manufacturer Wicarmay, James, Wind Mill, nr Silloth, Cumberland, 
Portsmouth Pet July 3 “= July 1 Commission ~—— Carlisle Pet July 12 Ord July 12 
Valley, Glam, Boot Dealer | WiLL1ams. Eric Caasies, Bexhill on Sea, School Pro- 
Pontypridd Pet July7 Ord July 11 prietor Hastings Pet July1t Ord July 11 
| Groom. WILLIAM Pravois 4-55 Saddle Tree Maker | Wituiamson, Jonn, Ashford, General Warehouseman 
Walsall Pet July 11 Ord July Canterbury Pet Jaly11 Ord July 11 
how ~* ae Waleall, a ‘Walsall Pet July 10 —— Joun Gairrita, Newcastle = Tyne, Solicitor 
Ord July 10 Durham Pet May17 Ord July 11 















* WROUGHT IRON. PATENT 
HURDLES AND GATES CONTINUOUS FENCING. 
a 
44 SS 





























GALVANIZED commen TREE 
AESH NETTING. GUARDS, 






IRON TENNIS FENG=S 
B AY [| 59. WHEEL-BARROWS. NEW PATENT es ee 
SELF-ADJUSTING ROUND- BAR 1g ee 






























































































WIRE FENCING: RAILING (No. 2740). 
caypiell. 
- jilleary 
KENNEL RAILING, Wil BL: == 
f yee 
4 
pO) WINE Bins 
| : ee 
POULTRY FENCING 51 sb Ag i anlaty and cote rise of tall 
in the ground. 
ls, we believe, the cheapest in the market. 


WRITE FOR PRICES. 





ED CATALOGUE OF ALL KINDS OF HURDLES, FENCING. GATES, &C.. FREE. 


VICTORIA WORKS, ‘WOLVERHAMPTON: 


LONDON OFFICES AND SHOW ROONS—-139 & 141;°CANNON, STREET E 











P) 
The Members of the LEGAL Pic 


are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 
mend our Fiem to Executors and others 





requiring Valuations. 





VALUATI 
mp SPINK é& ooh 







——EE_ 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, E.C., and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, 


LONDON, W 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 











Tk 





